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INTRODUCTION 


India may be divided into hvo parts, the North and the South. 
P'rom the remotest times, (his division has been adopted by tlie 
Indians who have given the name of Daksliina (Dakshinapatha) 
or ‘The South* to all the Country that extends from the Narba- 
da to the extremity of the peninsula. In this work, wc shall 
use tlie word Deccan to designate the ancient Daksliina, but 
with this little restriction, that the three Southernmost king- 
doms of Chola, Chera and Pandya, which have always remained 
a little isolated, shall be excluded. Wc shall therefore call ‘‘ Ihe 
Deccan" the large tract of country which is bounded on the 
north by the Narbada and the Mahanadi, on the east by the 
Bay of Bengal, on the west by the Arabian Sea, on the south 
by the Nilgiri Hills and theySoulhern Pennar ( which reaches 
the sea near Cuddalore and which is the northern boundary 
of the Choja counti*y according to the poetess Auraiyar).' 

We have limited our subject in extent ; let us now proceed 
to fix a lime-limit for it. “Ancient History of the Deccan 
means for us the history of the Deccan in ancient times '' and 
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the words ‘'ancient limes denotes the 9 centuries extending 
from 261 B. C, to about 610 A. D, that is to say, from Adoka to 
Pulakesin II. In fact/ we have no historical document anterior 
to A^oka ; and so we shall begin our history from the time of 
this king, about 261 B. C, (the Kalinga war). On the other 
hand, from the time of Pulakesin II, about 610 A. D, we have 
a large number of historical documents and the history of the 
Deccan is mostly known. It is therefore this historic period 
between 261 B. C, and 610 A. D, that is denoted by the words, 

“ Deccan in Ancient times " and that we are going to study in 
this work. 

The only book in which we find some information on 
their subject is the “Bombay Gazetteer" Vol. 1. Part II ( 1896) 
which contains two works : “ Early History of the Deccan " 
by R. G. Bhandarkar and “Dynasties of the Kanarese Districts" 
by J. F Fleet. This book is well-known and there is no 
need to praise it here. But to- day it has one defect : it is 
twenty-five years old and during this last quarter of a cen- 
tury numerous discoveries liave been made and “ The 
Bombay Gazetteer " Vol. I, Part II. is not at all “ up to date 
Besides, this book itself does not contain, slrfctly speaking, 
the history of the Deccan in ancient times. The portion concer- 
ning the ancient times is very succinct, for, in 1896, the num- 
ber of documents concerning it was small. Moreover, the 
Bombay Presidency docs not by itself constitute the whole of 
the Deccan. 

Wc may therefore say that today the History of the 
Deccan is quite a new subject. The student who wishes to 
know what was the History of the Deccan between 261 B. C, 
and 610 A. D, does not know what book's to consult. This his- 
tory is lost in obscurity. Still it is not the documents that are 
wanting; for the dynasty of the Kadambas alone, we have about 
thirty copper-plates. We have also plentv of information 
about the Pallavas and the Gangas. Why theji is the chrono- 
logy of these dynasties so mysterious ? I thought that what 
was wanted most at the present time was to arrange the parts 
and make a whole work of it ; I thought that a complete, 
and attentive study of all the documents we actually possess 
Will throw a flood of light on the darkness, bring order out of 
chaos and, in short, give birth to, what we have not had up to 



the present, the Ancient Hi'^tory of the Deccan. 

Such a study is very important, as it is the history of 
nine glorious centuries of this large country. The documents 
that we have concerning the Deccan of the ancient times 
enable us to conclude that all this period was one of high 
civilisation and historical celebrity. ^We shall see that during 
the epoch of Ai^oka, the Deccan was not at all uncivilised. The 
art of writing was known a long time before it and the inscrip- 
tions of Ajioka were read and understood very well at that 
time. From a military point of view, the Deccan was never 
more powerful than at the time of Sfitakarnis who, without 
doubt, succeeded many times in vanquishing the kings of the 
northern countries and annexing a part of their territories, 
From a sculptural point of view, the Deccan, like the North, 
was inspired by the Greek and Roman arts and the marbles of 
Amaravati can be compared to the sculptures of Gandhara. 
If now we consider the monuments, the Deccan is much 
superior to the North. If we compare the ancient monuments 
of Northern and Southern India we find that the North is 
relatively poor.^ In the Deccan there is a very large number 
of sculptured rocks, at Uefayagiri, Junnar, Ellora, Nasik, Kan- 
hdri etc. And speaking only of the chief of them, which are 
the monuments in the north that will bear comparison with 
the grand Chaitya at Karli that is equal in its dimensions to the 
Gothic Cathedrals, or with the monasteries of Ajanta with their 
mar\^ellous painting ? /There is, it is true, the great Stupa at 
Sanchi, but this monument is in Bhilsa near Deccan ; it may 
even be considered a monument of the Deccan, since its balus- 
trade which is the cause of all its celebrity has been sculptured^ 
as is evident from an inscription, by the workmen of one Sata- 
karni, that is to say, a king of the Deccan. Writing the history 
of the Deccan therefore means writing the history of the 
most remarkable monuments of India.* 
y/If we look at a map we find that the Deccan is an im- 
mense country, almost one half of India. If we examine the 
monuments, we shall have the certainty that this country has 
enjoyed a high degree of civilisation^ and if we bear in mind 
that the history of the Deccan in ancient times is the history 
of nine glorious centuries, we cannot but conclude that this 
history is well worth studying and that it must come out of the 



almost complete obse^rity in which it has remained up to the 
present day. 

y This book is up to date as far as the documents available 
in India up to the end of 1019 are concerned.'' 



CliAI^ER I. 


THr RARI.Y KIN'GS 


§ 1 . A^‘)k;i. 


One of the well-known events in the histoi y of A!>6ka 
is the conquest of Kalihga which probably took place about 
261 B. C. and it is not astonishing to find an inscription of 
A^oka at Dhauli. This town situated in the delta of the 
Mahanadi is in all probability the ancient Tosali, capital of 
the kingdom of Kalinga; for, according to Mr. Haraprashad 
Sastri, Tosali is etymologically identical with Dhauli. It is 
not more astonishing that there is another inscription at 
Jaugada (Ganjam District, Madras Presidency), as rtis place 
certainly formed part of the kingdom of Kalinga (concerning 
the Kalinga edicts, see Ind. Ant., Vol V, pp. 82-102; see also 
Arch. Siirv. Southern India, Amar&vati, by Burgess, pp. 114-25).' 

The discovery of an inscription at Sopara (Than& • District^ 
Bombay Presidency) near Bombay, has proved that the north* 
west of the Deccan as well as the north-east where Kalifiga is 
situated has been under the domination of A^dka. But the 
discovery, in 1892, of the inscriptions of A^ka near Siddapura, 
ip Mysore, which have immortalisedT the name of Mr. Rice, 
has caused very great surprise. They did not, in fact, think 
that the empire of Aidha extended up to the southernmost 
part of the Deccan. One very important point in the history of 
India was . thus well e^biished. So, the discovery, , (see Hydera. 
bad Archaeiogical Series No 1) only a few years ago, of an 
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Inscription at Mask! (Lingsugur Taluq, Raichiir District) in the 
State of Hyderabad has caused no surprise. 

^The Siddanura edicts (near Brahmagiri, in Molakalmuru 
taluk; see Ep. Cam. Vol. XI, MK, 21, 14, 34, and Mywre 
and Coorg from inscriptions by Mr. Rice, page 11; see also 
Fleet, J. R. A. S., for 1903, page 829 and J. R. A. S., for 1904, 
Fages 1 and 355) present certain peculiarities which have been 
pointed out by BOhler and especially “the p.articular uncouth 
form of “ma" with its abnormally large upper limbs" (which re» 
occurs in the inscriptions on the crystal prism from the Bhatti- 
prolu stupa, Ep. Ind. Vol. III. page 135).* These details are very 
important. One is indeed led to believe that the edicts were 
engraved by the emissaries of Aloka who came from the 
north, but that the people of those distant countries, where 
the edicts were published, understood very little of those 
Inscriptions that were written in a language and an alphabet 
almost unknown to them. -'We may also suppose that .at the 
time of A^oka the people of Mysore were almost savages. 
On the contrary, the Siddapura inscriptions prove that South 
India had a ^special alphabet which Biihler has called 
*‘Dr^^4di " and that the art of writing was known many centu- 
ries before A^oka, for, in the III century B.C. the alphabet 
of the South has had time to vary from that of the North* 
Besides, the special alphabet used in the Siddapura inscriptions 
proves that the edicts of Asoka were engraved by some South- 
erners who must therefore have understood the language of 
A$6ka and attained as high a degree of civilisation as the 
northerners.' 

It is almost certain that A^oka led only one expedition, 
that to Kalihga. But how did the rest of the Deccan come 
under his domination ? It is to be supposed that, at the acces- 
*sion of ASoka, the whole of the Deccan except Kalihga was 
already in the possession of the Mauryas. There are also, in 
Mysore, certain legends about the Mauryan king Chandragupta 
(see “Mysore and Coorg from inscriptions” by Mr. Rice). We 
may also suppose that the rest of the Deccan quietly submit- 
ted on hearing of the conquest of Kalihga. ^ it as it may, 
it is certain that .the whole of the Deccan was under the 
suzerainty of A^ka and that, consequently, the political 
unity of India was a fait accompli, twenty-two centuries agoy 



§ 2 . Kubera of Bhattiprulii. 


^ In the year 1892, Mr. A. Rea deposited in the Madras 
Museum six large stones of the caskets that he had discovered 
in the centre of the dome of the stupa at Bhattiprolu (Repallc 
taluk, Guntdr District) near the mouth of the Kjrish^ (sec 
G. O., 18th June 1892, No. 423), These inscriptions were 
written in an alphabet which Bhhler (page 39 of the Appendix of 
Ind. Ant. Vol. XXXIII) considers to be very old; “immediately 
after A^oka or about B. G. 200“ (see J. R. A. S., 1892, p. 602, 
“A new variety of the Southern Maurj’a Alphabet by G. BOhler"), 
One of these inscriptions (No. 1338 of Ltiders's List) says 
■that “at that time, Kubiraka (Kuberaka) was king” (see Buhler, 
Ep. Ind. Vol. II, p. 323). 

We know nothing more about this king Kub^ra; wc do 
not know the name of the dynasty to which he belonged and 
the extent of his kingdom.' 
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§ 3. Kharuvelu uf Kulinga. 

The Udayagiri hill is situated nineteen miles south of 
Cuttack in Orissa. The Jains have cut many caves there. One 
of them called Hatlgumpha contains a famous -inscription 
which has been decently copied and studied only in 1917 
(See Journal of the Bihar and Orissa Research Society, Vol. Ill, 
December 1917, pp. 425-507) 

This inscription dated the 165th year of “raja-muriyakale" 
which corresponds to the I3th year of the reign of Kharavela, 
king of Kalihga, gives us very valuable information about the 
reign of this king. He belongs to the Cheta dynastyj he 
vanquihed Satalcirni and forced Bahapati, king of Rajagriha 
to flee to Mathura. Besides, the inscriptions in the Mancha- 
puri cave (see Ep. Ind. Yol. XIII, p. 159, No. 13) mention 
(insc. No. 1) the chief queen of Kharavela who was the daughter 
of King L^Mca, the grandson of Hastisaha (insc. No.. II), the 
Jung of Kalinga Kudepasiri and (insc. No. Ill) the prince 
Va^ukha. 

The date 165 will be of very gre^t value if we knew 
exactly the origin of the era that has been employed; unfor- 
tunately we have to remain content with a supposition; it is 
however probable that this era dates from the coronation of 
Chandragupta and ' in that case the year 165 will correspond 
to 157 B.C. 

The reading and the translation of the Kh^avela inscrip- 
tion as given by Messrs. R. D. Banerji and K. P. Jayaswal, is 
open to some criticism; Mr. R. C. Majumdar (Ind. Ant. 
Vol. XLII, Aug. 1918, pp. 223 and 224) has contested many, 
of these conclusions (see also: **Kh^avela" by Ramaprasad 
Chanda in J. R. A. S., July 1919, page 395). However^ 
Mr. Vincent A. Smith (J. R. A. S. for 1918, page 543, “New 
light on Ancient India") has admitted that king Bahapati can 
be identified with Pushyamitra and with Bahasalimitra of 
the coins and inscriptions, and he places the epoch of 
Pushyamitra in about 160 B. C. 

The synchronism of ^^takarpi and Khfiravela with Push- 
j^itra is enough, by itself, to establish approximately the 
date of the ancient kings of the iDeccan. 



§ 4. The earliest Siitavahana kings. 


No. 1. Satakarni of Nanaghat. — Namighat is a dclih; 
(the Nana pass) in the mountains to the east of Boinliay. 
There is here a chamber cut in tlie rock to serve probably 
ivs a place of shelter for tiavellers. Tlic walls of this cave 
contain inscriptions (No. 1112 of Luders’s list in Ep. Ind. 
Vol. X) and further there are remnants of some bas-reliefs 
representing certain personages. These bas-reliefs contain 
explanatory legends (Nos. 1113, 1114, 1115, 1116, 1117, 1118 
of Liiders’s list). From these inscriptions Btihler (A. S. 

I., Vol. V, p. 66) Inis drawn the following conclusions: Satakar- 
^i, king of Dakshinapatha and son of Simukii of the Satavahana 
dynasty gained many victories and performed the horse-sacriheu 
(A^vamedha) twice. After his death, his wife Naganika daugther 
of Mahai athi [Tra]nakayiro [Ka|a] laya, the scion of the Angira 
family, was proclaimed regent during the minority of the princes^ 
the elder called Vedi^ri and the younger Sakti-^ri (Sati-Srimat) 
or Haku-Sri. Here W'e have to note that an inscription at 
Nasik (No. 1141 of Luders’s list) mentions the granddaughter 
of Mahahaku^ri (Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII, p. 91). As prince Haku^ri 
was but a child at the time when the Nanaghat inscriptions 
were written and his granddaughter was an elderly woman 
at the time of the Nasik inscription (her son Kapaij^i^aka was 
probably a man at this time) the two Haku-Sris may be 
dentified with each other by supposing that there, was an 
interval of about a century between the two inscriptions. The 
pakepgrapby of the inscriptions seems in- fact to indicate nearly 
this (Ufference in age. 

The alphabet of. the inscriptions in the Nanaghat cave 
seems almost to belong to the sanw epoch as that of the Kha- 
.ravela inscription; and all the authors have admitted the 
ppssiMfity of i^tifymg ^takiMmi of NSmUgbiit ^tb the one 
meptioni^ in the Khkavela iiwcriptKMw 
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No. 2. Krishna of Nasik, — In Nasik there is a small 
cave which seems to be the most ancient of all this group 
of excavations that are found in this place. An inscription 
(No. 1144 of Luders's list and Ep. Ind. Vol. VllI, p. 93) 
tells us that it was caused to be made by an inhal iiant of 
Nasik in the time of Kajan Kanha (Krishna) of the Sadavahana 
family. The alphabet of this inscription is analogous to 
that of thelNanagat and Udayagiri inscriptions. 

We must mention here that according to the Puranas 
the dynasty of the Andhms (Satavahaiuis) was founded by a 
king name Si^uka, who had as his successors his brother 
Kjrishna and a third king called Satakiir^i. The name ^i^uka 
is possibly a modified form of the name Simuka that we find 
in Nanaghat, that his brother Kjrishmi was he of Nasik and 
that Salakar^i was the one of Nanaghat. 


yNo. 3. ^takariai of Sanchi. — The grand Stupa at Sanchi 
which dates from A^oka has been restored and embellished at 
different times. The most interesting part of it is undoubtedly 
the balustrade which has four magnificently ornamented gate- 
ways.T he oldest of them (Archaeological Survey of India; Re- 
port for 1913-1914, page 6) is the one in the south. It is also 
the only one that contains an inscription in which the name of 
a king is mentioned and this name, strange to say, is Satakar^i. 
This inscription says, in fact, that an image is due td the sculp- 
tor of the great king S'itakarpi. Unfortunately, this name has 
been borne by a great number of Satarahana kings. We are 
however glad to have the certainty that this dynasty extended its 
empire up to Bhilsa, namely the antique Vidisa, and that it was 
precisely under this dynasty that one of the most celebrated 
monuments of India was sculptured. The inscription has been 
reproduced only in fac-simile in Cunningham's “Bhilsa Topes’' 
where it figures as No. 190. Bfihler has formed the following 
Judgment (Ep. Ind. Vol. II. p. 88) on the- characters of the 
, inscription: “they are almost identical with those of the 
i Nanaghat inscriptions, and differ only slightly from the tYM 
5 of the characters of A^oka times.'i 
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There can therefore he no question of identifyinj' this 
^takarni with the later king Gaiitaniiputra thonsli this king 
probably reigned not far from Safichi. The characters of oiii- 
Inscription ai*e much too archaic. We cannot also identify 
this ^atakarni with those of the Udayagiri or Nanaghnt ins- 
criptions, for it was Pushramitra that rei£?ned at Bhilsa at this 
time. When, then, did Satakarni of Sanchi reign ? It is 
probable that Bhilsa, which was nnder the Maiiryas passed 
directly into the hands of the Sungas. It was the capital of 
the viceroy Agnimitra, We are sure f.Archajological Survey of 
India Report for 1908-1909, page 127) that later on Kautsi- 
putra-Bhagabhadra was the king of VidiAa (Bhilsa) and a 
contemporarj' of Ant'alkidas. If the Besnagar inscriptions, 
to which we allude, mean by Kasiputra Bhagahhadra the 9(h 
Suhga king, there is no doubt that Bhilsa remained in the 
possession of this dynasty till the 10th king, Devabhiimi, the 
successor of Bhagavata (Bhagahhadra) was murdered by 
Vasud^va Kanva. 

It is not impossible that a Satavahana helped Vasuddva 
in his usurpation and so appropriated the country of Bhilsa 
to himself. It must have taken place about 72 B. C. Besides, 
it is very probable that the ^akas invaded northern India 
in the middle of the 1st century before our era; it is possible 
that this great conquest took place about 58. B, C; at this 
epoch the Satavahanas would have been driven not only 
from Bhils^ but also out of Maharashtra. There is therefore 
rooip to think that the ^takarpi who is mentioned on the ^ 
S&nchi gateway reigned at Bhils& between 72 B. C. and 58 B. C. 
or in round figures from 70 to 60 B. C. I think that ths 
alphabet of the inscription and the style of the sculpturce 
accord with each other to justify this date. 

/ The mo£ft ancient conis of the dynasty of Satavahanas 
have been found in western India and are of the type that 
Mr. Rapson calls Majwfi fabric and which he thinks is *'connec- 
ted with the early east and punch-marked coins of Eran" (see 
Rapson : ''coins .of Andhra dynasty” p^e 1, Nos. i and 2). 
These coins represent an elephant and a river and bear the 
inscription' "Sri Sata” We may think that this king reigned 
^ epd^rndiidi. is very dose to that (rf ^Makaar^ of SMtehi. ' 
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CHAPTER II. 


The Saka Period of the History of thr Deccan 
§ 1. 'i'he Ksliaharatas. 

To uiKlerstaiul the history of the Dcccan in the 1st century 
B. C. and the first two centuries A. D., we must know the 
history of the whole of India at this epoch; but that history 
is very uncertain even today; and we do not Avish to force 
a theory upon our readers buf intend only to set forth 
our personal opinion on this subject. 

In the 11 century B, C, the ^ka tribe that came from the 
north entered into Northern India; from that time they were 
intimately connected with another tribe, the Parthians, and 
had close relationship with Persia. In the history of India, 
the names of Sakas, Pahlavas and YaA'anas are mentioned 
simultaneously and denote those foreigners that came from 
the north-western frontier. It is probably about 100 B. C. 
that one of these princes reigned at Taxila under the name 
of Maues. Later on, about 60 B. C., AzeSi I ascended the 
throne. This king probably had a long and glorious reign. 
It was perhaps in his time that the Parthians and the Sakas 
conquered almost the whole of northern India and a portion 
of the Deccan. When the Indo-Parthian kings Azes 1, Azilises, 
Azes II, Goudopharnes were reigning over the Panj&b, the 
rest of the empire' was governed by more or less independent 
princes who bore the title of Kshatr&pas and Mah^hatirapaa. 
In ithe provincf 'sqrrptindirtg the Gulf of Cambay (Sunft^tnt, 
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Ujjain, AparAnta) th<?re reigned the S:\ka king<? who were 
called Bhiimaka and Nahaprina. The Sakas called Hagana, Hagi- 
mAsha, Rajuviila, Sodasa, Kharahostes and Kaliii reigned at Ma» 
thiira in the valley of the Ganges. The Sakas (Bhumaka, Naha* 
pana) that reigned over the country round the Gulf of Cambay 
(in Surashtra. Ujjain and Northern Deccan) belonged to the 
same family as the- Sakas (Rajuviila, Sodasa) of MathurA; this 
family was that of the KshaharAtas. In fact, the Ndsik i\)scrip« 
tions <^ay that the Sakas who reigned in Northern Deccan belon- 
ged to the dynasty of the KshaharAtas and, they have discovered 
in 1910-1911 at GaneshrA (3 miles west of MathurA, in mound 
No. 2 (See J. R. A. S., year 1912, p. 122) a fragment of an 
inscription (fig. II, plate II) which contains clearly the word 
“KshaharAtasa’\ 

Professor Rapson, who discovered the existence of the 
name Biiumaka on the coins, has written: ''considerations of 
"the type and fabric of the coins, and of the nature of the coin 
"legends leave no room for doubting that Bhumaka preceded 
"NahapAna" (Rapson, coins of the Andhra dynasty, page 
evil I). These coins bear as insignia, either "the arrow, discus 
and thunderbolt" or "the Lion capital and Dharinachakra." "The 
"coins of Bhumaka seem to supply an important link between 
"the bronze coins of NahapAna and those struck conjointly 
"by the Pahlava Spalirisesand the Saka Azes" (J. R, A. S. for 
1904, p. 372). The insignia 'Discus, Bow and Arrow' con- 
nect these coins with those of Azes I : "It may be compared (Rap- 
son, page evil) with the rev. type "Discus, Bow and Arrow" of 
certain copper coins struck conjointly by Spalirisez and 
Azes (Percy Gardner, B. M. cat., Greek and Scythic kings, PI. 
XXII., 4; C. Nehr, 1890, PI. VII, 13). On the other hand, the 
insignia Lion capital and Dharmachakra were those of the 
KshaharAtas of MathurA; and in particular the Lion pillar 
of Mathura is well known. We know that the Pahlava 
Spalirises and the Saka Azes were kings of Arachosia and 
SistAn. Azes I reigned in the PanjAb and it would not be 
impossible that he founded the Vikrama era which begins in 

58 B. C. " ....he* (Azes I) was reigning in the third quarter 

"of the first century B. C, while the probability ^ that he may 
"haee Ipun^Aed an is al^ the abundance of 

"his coinsi which denote his pre««minence among the -l&ka- 
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"Pahlava sovereigns” ( J. R. A. R. for 1914, page r/7— “ The 
dale of Kanishka” J. H. Marshall). We may therefore 
•place the reign of Bhumaka approximately in the second 
quarter of the first century B. C. (50 to 25 B. C.) 

The coins bearing the name “Nahapdna^that were rare at one 
time have become abundant since tlie d scovery of a treasure con- 
taining 13250 coins at Joghalteinbhi, near Nlsik (see J. B. B. R. 
A. S. Vol. XXII, Art. XVI, page 223). This discovery has made 
a complete study of it possible. It must first be noted that this 
coinage extends over a very long period of time. It is not possi- 
ble to give tlie exact number of 5 "ears but it is certainly very 
large. In fact, we may observe very clearly a certain ‘^evolu- 
tion’* in the style of the coins. For instance, these coins con- 
tain two legends one in Greek and the other in Kharoshthi, 
but these two writings evolve inverse ly: when the legend in 
Kharoshthi is very legible, that in Greek is debased, and on 
the coins in which the Kharoshthi legend is debased the Greek 
legend is visible. Such an evolution can be produced only 
during a very large number of years. We know that with 
the lapse of time, Kharoshthi disappeared, little by little, from 
the coinage of India, (see J. R. A. S. for 1904, page 373.) 
Here 1 have to make another important remark. These coins 
bear an effigy which surely is not that of a single individual, 
since the nose is sometimes aquiline and sometimes straight. 
Further, the most ancient coins represent sometimes a young 
man, and sometimes an old man, as is the case also with 
the less ancient coins. “The Rev. H. R. Scott has pointed 
out that they exhibit an extraordinary diversity, not only 
in apparent age but also in features. They cannot possibly 
have been portraits, in the true sense of the word of, any 
single individuar* (Rapson, page CX). What conclusions are 
we to draw from these remarks ? We cannot say it exactly. 
It is possible that many kings called “Nahapana** have reigned 
in succession. But we may also suppose that there were 
only one or two Nahapanas, but that, after them, they have 
continued to use their coinage for a long time. The latter 
hypothesis will explain the extraordinary diversity in the 
effigies ; the most ancient coins bear the image of the Nahap^a 
that reigned at this epoch and the less ancient ones contain 
the image of some figure made to var\' according 4o the fancy 



10 — 


of the coiner. 

The coins struck in the name of Xiihapaiui resemble much 
those of king Rajiivula (sec the plate facing the page 630 of 
J. R. A. S, for 1913). This is quite natural as Nahapana and 
Rajuvuia both belong to the Kshaharata dynasty. But there ’s an 
epigraphical detail which proves well the relationship that 
exists between the coinages of the two branches of this very 

Kshaharata dynasty: ‘‘ the letter H found on a coin of 

Kharahostes and on some of those of Nahapana " (J. R. A. 

S., 1913, page 1013), Concerning the origin of this letter H 
we shall be content with giv'ing here the opinion of Mr. 
Thomas (J. R. A, S., 1913, page 1013, note): I think this 
H to be not Roman, but Aramaic (it is no accident that it is 
found only on Saka-Pahlava coins)'*. 

The coins bearing the name of Nahapana contain the 
insignia ''thunderbolt" and "arrow". Mr. Vincent A. Smith 
has written ("Early History of India," 3rd. Edition, page 
218): "The arrow and thunderbolt of Nahapana's coins connect 
him with the Parthians and the Northern , Satraps Hagaiia 
and Hagamasha (see Cat. coins in I, M., Vol. 1., page 195)". 
And Nahapana is a good old Persian name (J. R. A. S. for 
1906, p. 211, No. 17.) 

A Kshaharata king named Nahapana is found mentioned 
in several inscriptions engraved on the rock-cut excavations 
in Maharashtra, vi;5. at Karli, Nasik and Junnar, yThese 
inscriptions say that the daiigther of Nahapana named 
Dakshamitra, married a Saka (Ep. Ind, Vol. VIII, p. 85) called 
Ushavadata (Rishabadatta) son of Dinika (inscriptions Nos. 
1132 and 1134 of Liiders's list.) This princess and her 
husband made numerous gifts to the Buddhist monks and 
had many roc-cut monasteries dug for them. Some of 
these grants were made at Pokhara (Ajmer) and at Ujeni 
(Ujjain) which proves tliat the dominion of Nahapana 
extended over an immense empire comprising Giizarat (Kutchi 
Siirashtra, etc.), a part of Rajputana, Ma^wa (Ujjain) and 
all the northwestern part of the Deccan (Maharash|ra)‘. 

We may often estimate the greatness of empires by the 
beauty of their monuments. It is therefore probable that the 
reign of Nahapana was very gtoriouS| as some of the monu« 
Oieiits vQn^ufte^ during bis reign ar^ among the most 
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splendid in India. One of these is tlie Buddhist temple cut 
in the rock at Karlt, the immense nave of which equals in 
grandeur that of the Gothic churches. It is noteworthy that 
the monuments containing the inscriptions of Nahapana ( at 
]unnar^ Kfirli, Nitsik ) are all in the same style. This style re- 
sembles much that of the balustrade of the grand stupa at 
Sanchi. We have already said that this balustrade w’as pro- 
bably begun between 70 B. C. and 60 B. C. It must certainly 
have taken a sufficiently long time to build, for, the style of 
the sculptures shows that the gatewa}’s may be arranged 
chronologically in the folowing order: (1) Southern, (2) 
Northern, (3) Eastern (4) Western, (Archaeological Survey of 
India; Report for 1913-14, page 9.) It is therefore probable 
that most of the sculptures of Sanchi date from 50. B. C. to 
I. A. D. and that the monuments containing the inscriptions 
of Nahapana haw been sculptured shortly before the beginning 
of our era. 

Many of these inscriptions are dated; we have at Nasik 
(No. 1133 of LiUlers’s list) the years 41, 42 and 45. At 
Junnar an inscription (No. 1174 of Liiders’s list) that records 
a grant of Ayania (Aryamau), minister of Nahapana, give 
tus the date 46. A reign of 46 years is rare; we may therefore 
suppose that these 46 years are not counted from the year of 
the coronation of Nahapana but from the beginning of a 
particular era. This supposition seems to be confirmed 
by some other documents. We know that the satnaps of 
Mathura belonged to the dynasty of Kshaharatas and that 
one of them Rajuvula (Ranjubula) struck coins similar 
to those of Nahapana, and w'e may suppose that they were 
contemporaries. The son of this Rajuvula named Sj<jlasa 
has left an inscription in Mathura (No. 59 of Lfiders’s list) 
dated in the year 72 [Amohini record]. Here there am be 
no doubt. Here it is question of the year 72 of a particular 
era, for, it is improbable that So^asa reigned 72 y'ears. 
Moreover, Mr, Devadatta Ramkrishna Bhandarkar has affir- 
mea (page 275, V'ol. XX of Vol. XX of the Journal of the 
Bombay branch of the Royal Asiatic Society) “I maintain 
that on similar palteo^phic grounds Nahapana must be 
supposed to be prior to Sd^asa’* and we find a complete 
. Justification Of this opinion in his paper (*A Kushan stone 
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inscription*). Thus Palteograpliy proves that the inscriptions 
of Nahapana which arc dated 41, 42, 45, 46, arc more 
archaic than the inscription of Socjasa whicli is dated in 
the year 72. As these two princes belong to tlie same family 
of Kshaharatas (J. H. A. S. for 1912 p. 122) and the coinage 
of Nahapana resembles that of Rajiiviila, father of Sodasa, 
it is natural to suppose that Nahapana and Sodasa dated 
their inscriptions from the same era. What can this era 
be ? It is generally admitted now that the inscription 
of Sodasa is dated from the Vikrama era which 

begins in 58 B. C. If, then, the Vikrama era was no 
other than the Kshaharata era, the inscriptions of Nahapana 
at Nasik and Jiinar will be dated in the years 17, 16, 13 
and 12. B. C. These dates perfeclly agree with the facts 
furnished by archajology. We have said tlial ihe art of 
the monuments of Nahapaiia at Karli and Nasik leseinhlc 
fhat of the grand Stupa at Saiichi. It must be noted now 
that the art of the monuments of Nahapana differs much 
from the art of the epoch of Kanishka. The discovery of tin* 
casket in which Kapishka locked up the relies of I3iiddha has 
proved, that in the time of Kanishka, Buddha was represented 
with the head adorned with an aureole and llie body dressed 
in a robe with long folds. It is thus Ihat^ Buddha is very 
often represented at Amaravati.^ We see nothing like it in the 
monuments of Nahapana. It will be loo long to give here 
a detailed history of the evolution of the Hindu art; we 
shall content ourselves with saying that we can approxi- 
mately determine the age of the sculptures from the ornamen- 
tation and the style. We think it is useless to take up this 
question again, since we have already developed this theory 
at great length in Vol. I of our work, ‘^Archajologie du Slid 
de rinde" ,Vol. I, Architecture. In the course of a series of 
tours that I made in the Deccan in 1910 - 11, I collected 
photographs of the principal monuments in this region 
and particularly those of Karli and Nasik. Illustrations 
intended to support the theoiy developed in chapters I & II, 
(pages 15 to 49) of the book will be found in plates 1 to IX, 
That theory is the following there is a difference between 
the monuments that are anterior to the Christian era and 
that are postei^ior to it^The monuments of Nahajp&na 
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at Niisik and Karli are of the same ifamily as the stupa at 
Sanchi and are anterior to Jesiis-Clirist. On the contrary, 
the sculptures of the epoch of Kanishka, those of the tope 
at Ainaravaii, the caves of Gautainipiitra at Nasik and of 
Yajna Sri at Kanheri are posterior to Jesiis-Christ and are 
characterised by a very particular kind of ornamentation/ 

In short, the coinage, paloeography and the style of the 
monuments prove, that, at the beginning of the Christian era 
there reigned on the shores of the Gulf of Cambay one or 
more princes bearing the name of Nahapana. A Nahapana 
who had Ushavadata for his son-in-law reigned in the years 
41, 42, 45 and 46 of an unknown era. There reigned in 
Mathura some princes of the same dynasty of Kshaharatas. 
These princes were: Hagana, Hagamdsha, Rajiivula, Sodrisa 
Kharahostes and Kalni, and they used a special era. If it is 
admitted that it is the Vikrama era (58 B. C.) we find that 
Sodasa reigned in 14 or 15 A. D. which well coincides with 
the information furnished by archaeology (it is the opinion 
of the Director-general of Archaiology, Mr. J. H, Marshall, 
see J. R. A. S. for 1914, page 986). The coins show that 
Nahapana was very nearly tlie contemporary of Hag&na and 
Hagim^sha and so it will be a little before the beginning of 
the Christian era. This is in perfect accord with the supposition 
that the inscriptions of Nahapana are dated from the Vikrama 
era. However, *'the question has not been settled” (Vincent 
A. Smith, the Oxford History of India, 1919, page 153, 
footnote 1). 

Who succeeded Nahapana or the Nahapanas? It is 
probable that about the year 20 A. D., Gondophariies, king 
of the Panjab, became master of a great empire that extended 
all over the west of India; he conquered Arachosia, Sind and 
the country near the mouth of the Indus; the successors of 
Nahapana were probably simple governors of provinces. 
On the death of Gondophares this empire was parcelled 
out into petty principalities. The Panjab fell into the hands 
of his nephew Abdagases; Arachosia and Sind passed under 
the rule of Orthagnes who was followed by Pakores ^con- 
cerning Orthagnes, see Gardner, page . 109, PI. XXIli, 9; 
concerning Pacores, see gardner, page 110, Pj. XXIII, 8] 

The ^'Periplus of the Erythraean Sea” jjives a descriptipn 





of this region at it was at that tinu\ The date of this work has 
been determined recently by Mr. J. Kennedy (J. R. A. S. for 
1918, page 106). The Periphis mentions Malichas who lived 
in 67 A. D. and died in 71 A. D. It is therefore probable that 
the anonymous author of Periphis went on his travels about 
the year 70 A. D. The Periplus gives a description of the 
valley of the Lower Indus, which he called Skythia ^Svhich is 
governed, however, by Parthian princes, who are perpetually 
at strife among themselves expelling each other" (Periplus, 
Ind. Ant. Vol, VIII, page 138). This description applies 
perfectly well to the state of Sind after Gondophares. The 
Periplus mentions two princes of the northern part of the 
Deccan : the king of Rarygaza (Hharukacha=Hroach) whose 
name ends in ''bares' (Kennedy, j. R. A. S. for 1918, pages 
108 and 113 — ^‘Nambanos-NahapaiTJi is a myth") and «the 
king of Kaliiena (Kalyan) who was called Sandanes who was 
hosj^^ to the foreigners. 

Cave No. 3 at Nasik contains an inscriptions (insc. No. 2.— 
see Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII, page 61, and Liiders's list No. 1123) 
which is well-known for the information that it gives. We 
learn that the king Gautamiputi*a Sri Satakarni ‘‘destroyed the 
^akas, Yavanas, Palhavas, rooted out the Kshaharata race 
and restored the Satavahana family." 

The inscription says further that Gautamiputra Sri 
Satakarni was king of th^ following countries ; Asika, Asaka, 
Mulaka, Suratha, Kukura, Aparaiita, Anupa, Vidarbh>», 
Akaravanti. Since these countries once formed part of the king- 
dom of the Kshaharatas, we may conclude that Satakarni took 
possession of (hem after the destruction of the Kshaharatas* 
(Suratha= Surashpai =Kathiawar ; Akaravanti =Mal wa ; Apa- 
ranta=the region along the coast, north of Bombay.) 

The destruction of the Kshaharatas by Gautamiputra is 
fully confirmed by the coinage; in fact, out of 13250 coins 
bearing the name of Nahapana that were discovered at Joghal- 
tembhi, there are 9270 that have been re-struck by ( Jautamiputra. 
The re-striking of the Kshaharata coins by Gautariiiputra is for 
us a very valuable information, for, we may then know for 
certain wfiat kind of coinage the Satavahanas had at the 
time of the destruction of the Sakas. The obverse bears 
the ‘‘Ujjain symborVand the reverse the symbol "chaitya". 



From the fact that all the coin re-struck by Gautamiputra 
bear the name '^Nahapana", certain authors have come to the 
conclusion that it was Ushavadata own fatlier-in-Iaw that 
was vanquished: ''Gautamiputra ktlied Nahapana". A closer 
examination of the coins proves exactly the contrary. Rev. H. 
R. Scott has made three observations: (1) that the coinage 
bearing the name of Nahapana extend ov’^er a very long period, 
since it had had the time to evolve considerably, (2) The 
effigies are of "extraordinary diversity" and "cannot possibly 
have been portraits, in the true sense of the word of any 
single individual" (Rapson, page CX). The-first two 
remarks show that, very probably, the coins bearing the 
name of Nahapana have not all of them come from the 
Nahapana of the inscriptions so the coins containing the name 
of Nahapana cannot allow us to draw any conclusion con- 
cerning the Nahapana of the inscriptions. But the third 
remark is still more important. (3) "Judging from the 
condition of the coins, 1 should say that they must have been 
a very long timeUn circulation before being coun- 

ter struck" (J. B.»B. R. A. S. Vol. XXII, page 224). The last 
remark shows that, even if we admit that the Nahapana of 
the inscriptions has issued the most recent coins of the whole 
group, "a very long time" must have elapsed between him and 
Gautamiputra. That is the opinion of Mr. Vincent A. Smith 
(Early History of India, 3rd Edition, 1914, page 217): "It is 
not necessary to believe that Gautamiputra Andhra fought 
with Nahapftna personally. Study of the great Joghaltembhi 
hoard of more than 13000 coins of Nahap&na proves that 
the coinage extended over many years, although always bea- 
ring the name of Nahapdna, who I believe was dead before 
Gautamipuira extirpated his family or clan". Bfthler and 
Bhagwanlal believed that they could read in one of the Nisik 
inscriptions that Gautamiputra made a gift of a field belonging 
"lill to-day" (till then) to Ushavad&ta. But M. Senart (Ep. 
Ind. Vol. VIII, page 72) has proved that the word "ajak&liki- 
yam" means quite a different thing. Besides, the omission 
of Nahap&na’s name in mentioning the destruction of the 
Kshahardfas in the Nftsik inscription proves that Gautamiputra 
has not encountred this great king. All the inscriptions of 
^Ushavad&ta are in too archaic an alphabet for us to suppose 



that he was the contemporary of Gautamipulra. Again, in 
my work ^'Archtologie dii Slid de I’Inde’* Vol. I., I have 
shown by figure 19 (Viharas of Nisik) that the style of Naha- 
p4na differs much from that of Gautamiputra; and these 
differences are due to time^ since there is evolution of architec- 
ture [for instance the ^^bell-shaped'' capitals have been replaced 
by the ‘'pot shaped" ones. This transformation of the form 
of a bell into that of a sphere has needed at least one century]. 
y/Thiis then, architecture and pakcography perfectly agree with 
the coinage to prove that ''a very long time ' has elapsed 
between the Nahapana of the inscriptions, and Gautamiputra, 
the destroyer of the S'vkjvs.* 



§ i. Chasl)taiJa, founder of the Saka era. 


During three centurie^:, ' Ujjain was tlie capital of a 
dynasty of kings whose genealogy begins thus: — 

Chashtiina 

I 

Jayad4man 

I 

• Hudradainan 

I 

D4majadasri 

I 

Jivadflman. 

There is no room for doubting that Rudrad&man, 
the representative of the third generation reigned in 
130 A. D. Indeed, in 1905-06, Professor Ddvadatta Ram- 
kfish^a Bhandarkar (Archaeol, Survey Western India-Progress 
Report for 1905-06, page 35) has made very important 
discovery of several inscriptions of Rudradfiman dated in 
the 52nd year of an era which is incontestably (see J. R. A. S. 
1899, page 365) the ^aka era (78 A. D); they are the inscrip- 
tions of Andliau in Cutch. 

The text of the inscription is as follows: Rijna Chllshtanasa 
Ysflmotikaputrasa r&jfia Rudradflmasa Jayadamaputrasa varshe 
dvipachfl^e 50, 2. (Progi’ess Report, Archajol. Survey of 
India; Western Circle 1914-1915, 67). 

As the same text is reproduced in many inscriptions, 
it must be considered correct and there is no room to think 
that a fragment of it has either been lost" or accidentally 
omitted by the engraver. Since we know from various docu- 
ments that Jayad&man w'as the son of Ch&shtana, the mea- 
ning of this text is certainly the following: *'In the 52nd year, 
in the reign of Rudrad&man, son of Jayadftman, grandson 
of Ch^htana and great-grandson of Ysftmotika This 
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meaning has been accepted for the last 15 years. Veiy recen- 
tly, however, Professor Devadatta Ramkrishna Bhandarkar. 
(Dekkan of the Sfltavahana period, Ind, Ant., Vol. XLVII, 
part DXCVl., June 1918, page 154, footnote 26) has proposed 
a new interpretation. According to him the inscriptions wilt 
be dated in the common reign of Chashpina and Rudrad&maii 
who would have reigned conjointly: “at first, I was inclined 
“to supply “pautrasa” after Ys4motikaputras:i and refer the 
“dale to the reign of Rudradiman (J. B. B. R. A. S., Vol. 
“XXIIl., page 68) Mr. R. C. Majumckir of the Calcutta 
“University has kindly offered the suggestion that the dale 
“has better be referred to the conjoint reign of Chashtana and 
“Rudrad&inan”. This interpretation is not possible: if here 
it was question of coinmon reign of Chashttina and Rudradfl- 
man, the text would be “RudradAmasa cha varshe” or some- 
thing else which will show that it was the reign of two 
persons; but here there is no possibility of any doubt; “Rfi.jna 
Rudradffinasa Jayad&maputrasa varshe” can mean only one 
thing: “the reign of Rudraddmin”. The inscriptions of 
Andhau are therefore dated in the reign of RudradAman and 
in the 52nd year of the Saka era which corresponds to 130 .\. D. 

We know (see Rapson, page CXXIV), that Jivad&man, 
the representative of the fifth generation, reigned (as Mah4- 
kshatrapa) in Saka 100 which corresponds to 180 A. D. We 
may suppose that this king ascended the throne about 2 years 
before it, in 178 A. D. and we may attribute a reign of 23 years 
to his father Damajada^ri. We thus obtain the following 
chronology: — 

Dflmajada^ri, acc. circ. 155 A. D., 

I 

jivadffman, acc. circ. 178 A. D. 

I request the reader to note that this chronology is not 
something imagined by me : if we open the book ^Mr. Vincent 
A. Smith “Early History of India", 3rd edition, we shall find a 
plate facing page 218, giving the chronology of Western Ksha- 
trapas ; and we shall find there the same ^tes : D&majaida^it 
acc. circ. 155 A. D. — ^Jtvadaman, acc. circ. 178 A. D. I have 
therefore adopted the opinion of Mr. Vincent A. Smith which 
is certainly very near the truth. 

AVe imdw the coins of Jayad^man as Kshatrapa, but coins 
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of this prince bearing the title of Mahikshatrapa have not been 
discovered so far. If therefore we admit that Jayad^man did 
not reign at all or reigned only for a short time, we can 
conclude therefrom that the reign of his father Chashtana 
and his son Rudradaman have been long. But what is the 
duration of a long reign ? 

In the history of the Pallavas there is the example of king 
Nandivarman Palla\^imalla who reigned for more than 62 years 
(T&n^antottam plates, 58th year and Tiruvallam insc. No. 76 
of 1889, 62nd year) and was succeeded by his son Dantivarman 
who reigned for more than 51 years (Tiruchchanur insc. 
No. 262 of 1904, 51st. year). But such instances are rare and 
we shall admit that a reign of average length is one of 25 to 
30 years and that a long reign may last from 35 to 40 years. 
So, if we allow that Jayadaman did not reign at all or reigned 
only a very short time and that the reigns of Rudrad&man 
and Chashtana were long, we get the following chronology; — 

Chashtana, acc, circ, 75 or 85 A. D. 

■ I 

Jayad&man (was living circ. 110 or 115 A. D) 

I 

Kudradaman, acc. circ 115 or 120 A. D 

I 

Dimajada^ri, acc. circ. 155 A. 1). 

The only objection that has been made to the above chronology 
is the folowing : “The .inscriptions of Nahap&na are dated in 
, the Saka era.” 

It is certain that Chashtana iiscended the throne after the 
destruction of the Kshahar&tas; an e.\amination of the coins 
proves it (see Rapson, page 72, PI. X). When Chastana bore 
only the title of Kshatrapa (var. b; PI. x: El and No. 259) and 
later on assumed the title of Mahikshatrapa (Rapson, PI. X., 
No. 26o and ff.)\ve find on the reverse of his coins the symbol 
“chaitya with three arches” identically the same as that of the 
coins restruck by Gautamiputra. The symbol “Chaitya with 
three arches" on tlie coins of Chashliana proves incontestably 
that Chashtana was a Satrap of Gautamiputra after the 
destruction of the Kshahar&tas. 

If then the inscriptions of Nahap&na which bear the dates 
^ 41^ 42, 45 and 46 are dated from the Saka era and coirespond 
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to 119, 120, 123 and 124 A. D. we must admit lluil Ciiashtana 
ascended the throne after 124 A. D. 

This supposition clashes with difficulties which have been 
exposed by Mr, Rakhal Das Banerji in a paper entitled 
'‘Nahapana and the Saka era” in the ‘‘Journal of the Royal 
Asiatic Society” for 1917, pa^e 273. 

We know that Chashtana reigned lirst as a Kshatr.ijxi and 
afterwards as a Mahakshatrapa. We have the coins of 
Jayad&inan only as Kshatrapa. So, these coins bear the 
“Chaitya with six arches” instead of the “Chaitya with three 
arches” which seems to show that jayadaman reigiu-d as a 
Kshatrapa for a sufficiently long time after the destruction of 
the Kshaharatas. (Rapson, page 76, No. 263 to 268). Hut, if we 
admit that the inscriptions of Nahapana are dated in the Saka 
era, there will be only an interval of five years between 
the inscription of this king dated 46 and the inscriptions of 
Rudradaman dated 52. Within thCvSe years (years 47, 48, 49, 
50 and 51), must have taken place ; 

(1) The end of Nahap&na' s reign ; 

(2) The destruction of the Kshahar&tas; 

(3) The accession of Chashtana as Kshatrapa, his reign 
as Kshatrapa, his accession as a Mahakshatrapa, and 
his reign as Mahakshatrapa ; 

(4) The accession of jayadaman as Kshatrapa, his reign 
as Kshatrapa, and perhaps also his reign as Mahaksha- 
trapa ; 

(5) The accession of Rudradaman and the beginning of 
his reign. 

That all these events took place within live years, it is not 
impossible^ but it is not probable. It is not probable that the 
Kshaharitas were destroyed soon after the inscription at 
Junnar; it is not probable that the reigns of Chashtana, lirst as 
l<lshatrapa then as Mahakshatrapa and of jayadaman as 
Kshatrapa and perhaps also as Mahakshatrapa have taken only 
four or live years ; and it is not probable that Rudradaman 
ascended the throne exactly before Andhau inscriptions were 
engraved. 

A rash guesser may be allowed to suppose that Rudra** 
daman amended the throne only four or five years after 
the end of the reign "of Nahapana. But for laying down 
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such a supposition he mtfet entirely disregard all information 
obtained from the archaeology, numismatics, palaeography and 
philology of India. 

(a) Archaeology shows us that the architectural style, the 
ornamental design and the costumes of the personages of the 
epoch of Nahapana clearly point to an archaic epoch very near 
the beginning of the Christian era and that it is impossible to 
place Nahapana in the 2nd century A. D; 

(b) Numismatics shows that Nahapana was the contem- 
porary of the Satraps, Hagana and Hagamasha, that the coins 
of Nahapana were in circulation for a very long time and a 
still long period elapsed before they were restruck by 
Gautamiputra; 

(c) Paheography sliows that the alphabet of the inscrip- 
tions of Nahapana is more archaic than that of Sodasa and much 
more archaic than that of Rudradaman. To say that the 
inscriptions of Nahapana are almost contemporaneous with 
those of Rudradaman and that there was only a live years' 
interval between the reigns of these two kings is to introduce a 
monsirous anachronism into the paheography of these 
inscriptions; 

(d) Comparative philology shows that all the inscriptions 
of Nahapana are in Prakrit whereas all the inscriptions of 
Rudradaman are in Sanskrit, 

Upon the whole, we are not sure of the epoch of Nahapana, 
but we are quite sure that the inscriptions of Nahapana are not 
dated in the Saka era ; and nothing prevents us from admitting 
that Chashtana ascended the throne between 75 and 85 A. D. 

J3ut, then, can Chashtana be the founder of the Saka era> 
since the 1st year of this era corresponds to 79 A, D ? 

Some persons will say; ‘'No, Chashtana has not founded the 
Saka era, because it was Kanishka that founded it," It is 
therefore necessary to take up the question of the date of 
Kanishka. 

This question is perhaps one that has been very hotly 
discussed and though it is not yet completely settled, it is 
much more clear today than it was 10 years ago. After the 
skilful excavations of Mr. J. H. Marshall (see J. R. A. S.; 1914, 
pages 973-86; and 1915, pages 991-16), it is not possible any 
more to place Kanishka ^fore the two Kadphi$6$t 
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Besides, the close resemblance existing between the coins 
of Kadphises I. and those of Augustus and Tiberius does not 
allow any doiibt in regard to the approximate age of Kujula- 
Kadphises. As Fleet says : “We do not dispute in any way 
the view that at some time closely about A. D, 50, the sovereign- 
ty iji the Kabul territory passed from the Greek king Heimaeus 
to the Kiishan prince Kozoiilo-Kadphises, whose son We- 
mo-Kadphises then established a Kushan empire in Northern 
(J. R. A. S., 1913, p. 969). 

We may therefore say now that it is certain that Kanishka 
did not cTome to the throne before about 75 A. D. 

This date marks the earliest limit, but Kanishka might have 
ascended the throne much later. Very recently, a scholar 
(Ind. Ant, Vol. XLVI.— Part DLXXXVIII, page 261) thought 
that he had proved that the era founded by Kanishka was the 
Kalachuri era of 248 A. D. This is not possible. In fact, 
the reign of VasudC'va, the last of the Kushans, came to an end 
100 years after the beginning of the reign of Kanishka, 
Numerous inscriptions prove that V^sudeva reigned at 
Mathura. It is certain that this country over which extended 
the empire of Vdsudeva was occupied about 350 A. D. by the 
Yaudheyas and the Nagas and it is probable that they 
feigned in this place nearly one century before they were 
subjugated by Samudra-Gupta. The capitals of the Nagas 
were Mathura, Kantipura and Padmavati (or Paweya, at the 
confluence of the Sindhu and the Para). We know the name 
of Sivanariidi (Archaeological Survey of India, for 1915- 
1916) who was a predecessor of Ganapati Naga the rival 
of Samudra-Gupta. We have also coins of Ganapatinaga 
(Biihler's Grundriss, Ind. ’ coins § 101, PI. V, 2). Nagasena, 
heir of the house of Padmavati, mentioned in Harsha-charita 
(page 221), (see J. R. A. S. for 1899, page 448), has been 
identified by Mr. E. J. Rapson v\4th the Ndgasena of the pillar 
at Allahabad. We know also the coins (Ind. coins, § 101) of 
Prabhakara (J. R. A. S. for 1900, page 117), of Skandanaga, of 
Devanaga (Cunningham, coins of Mediaeval India, pp. 23 and 
24) and ofBhimanaga (Progress Report Arch. Surv. Western 
Circle for 1914-1 5, page 60). 

The Yaudheyas were formidable at the time of Rudra- 
daman; but the Girnar inscription tells iis that they were 
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vanquished probably shortly before the year 150 A. D. It is 
probably after the -death of Vdsiideva that they established 
themselves in the MalhiirS. region. We have a stone inscrip- 
tion (Gupta Inscriptions, No. 58, Plate XXXVI, B) found at 
Bijayagadh [or Bcjcgadh, about two miles to the wSouth West 
of Byfma, the chief town of the Byand. tahsil of the Bharatpur 
(Bhurtpoor) state in Rajputand] which has come to us from 
the Yaudheyas and which enables us to know the geographical 
position of their empire. The alphabet of the inscriptions is 
intermediate between that of the last Kushans and that of the 
first Guptas. We have also the coins of tliis dynasty (Cunningham, 
Coins of Anc. Ind. PI. VI., 6-8) ; and the Yaudheyas are 
mentioned in line 22 of the inscription on the pillar at Allaha- 
bad (No. 1 of Gupta Inscriptions). The invasion of Samudra- 
Gupta took place in the middle of the IV century. If we take 
nearly one century as the duration of the reigns of the 
Yaudheyas and the Njigas, we find that Vasudeva ceased to 
reign before about 250 A. D. and that Kanishka came to the 
hrone before about 150 A. D. 

So tlie accession of Kanishka should be placed between 
73 A. D. and 150 A. D. 

We know that Kanishka founded an era and we have just 
seen that he came to the throne between 75 and 150 A. D. Can 
Kanishka he the founder of the Saka era which begins at the 
end of 78 A. D. ? I believe that this hypothesis is not probable 
for the following reasons : 

(1) If we admit that Kiijula-Kadphises and Hermoeus reigned 
about 50 A. I), and that Kanishka founded the Saka era in 
78 A. D., we have scarcely 28 years for the duration of the end 
of the reign of V^ima-Kadphises (1) and the whole of the reign 
of Kujula-Kadphises (II). It is probable that Kadphis^s I. 
reigned long and died when he was about 80 years old. 
Secondly, the reign of Kadphises (II) was probably very long 
(at least 40 years) ; that is the opinion of Mr. Vincent A. 
Smith : ‘‘No definite proof of the length of his reign can be 
“ given, but the extent of the conquests made by Kadphises 
“II. and the large volume of his coinage are certain indi- 
“ cations that his reign was protracted. Cunningham 
“ assigned it a duration of forty years.” (Early History of 
India, 2nd Ed. page 239, foot note 1). 



Agairii it is not certain that Kanishka was the iiiiinediate 
successor of Kadphis^s II. 

So, it is not possible that Kanishka slK^uld have come 
to the throne in 79 A. D. 

(2) We do not know exactly in what era are dated the 
inscription of the year 103 of Gondophares and the inscrip- 
tions of the years 113 and 122 of the Kiishans ; if we suppose 
that it is the Vikraina era, the dates agree so well with all the 
information furnished by history, pala?ngraphy, and the coins, 
that most of the savants have accepted this hypothesis. For 
example, the year 103 of this era being the 26th year of 
Gondophares, he must have come to the throne in 19 A. D, 
And Gondophares uses the title ^^autocrator*' which was 
introduced by Augustus and adopted by the Parthian . king 
Phraates IV (8 to 11 A. D.). Mr. Marshall has discovered at 
Taxila (J. R. A. S., for 1914, pp. 973, 978) in the ‘‘Chir Stupa*' 
a document dated 136, which, in the Vikrama era, corresponds 
to 79 A. D., and the king mentioned therein is probably 
Kadphis6s I, but certainly not Kanishka (see ^'Taxila insc. of 
year 136" by Sten Konow, in Ep. Ind. Vol. XIV,, pp, 284 to 
288). This discovery is enough to shake the conviction of 
those that attribute to Kanishka the era of 78 A, D. 

(3) Mr. Sten Konow has shown recently (Ep. Ind,, Vol. 
XIV., pages 141 and 290) that the Tibetan and Chinese docu- 
ments tend to prove that Kanishka reigned in the 2iid centuiy 
and not in the 1st. 

(4) The scholars who thought that Kanishka founded the 
era 78 A. D. believed also that he introduced in India the Graeco- 
Biiddhistic art in all its splendour. But when the .reliquary 
bearing an inscription of Kanishka was discovered, one might 
expect that this work of art chiselled under the pious orders of 
the great king would be a splendid work of Greek art. Alas I 
The sculptures are deplorably inferior in workmanship and 
undoubtedly represent an art in full decadence. A further 
attentive study of the art-of Kanishka has shown that this king 
did not reign certainly in the 1st century. 

(5) Mr. Sten Konow has shown recently (Ep. Ind. Vol. 
XIV., i>age. 141) that the inscriptions of the Kariishka era and 
those of the ^aka era are not dated in the same fashion : ‘‘It 

becotxies impossible to maintain that Kanishka was the founder 

’ 4 * 
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of the ^aka era and used it in his inscriptions because then 
it becomes unintelligible why he should have changed the 
way of expressing the dates''. 

We shall therefore conclude that Kanishka is not the 
founder of the S^ka era. 

The preceding lines had already been written when I had 
the honour of receiving from Mr. Vincent A. Smith a copy of 
^^The Oxford History of India," Oxford, 1919, and I read in 
page 127 : ^^It may now be affirmed with confidence that the 
'' order of the five leading Kushan kings is finally settled, and 
that the uncertainty as to the chronology has been reduced 
to a period of forty years in round numbers or to state it 
otherwise, ithe question is, ''Did Kanishka come to the 
throne in A. D. 78, or about forty years later ?". When the 
third edition of the ^^Early History of India" was published 
in 1914, my narrative was based upon the working hypothesis 
that Kanishka's accession took place in A. D. 78, although 
it was admitted to be possible that the true date might be 
'' later. Further consideration of the evidence from Taxila 
** now available leads me to follow Sir John Marshall and 
“ Professor Sten Konow in dating the beginning of Kanishka's 
reign approximatively in A. D. 120, a date which I had 
“ advocated many years ago on different grounds". 

v' Since the Saka era was not founded either by Naliapana or 
by Kanishka and as Gautamipiitra also was not the founder of 
it (no one has made this supposition), there remain but two 
hypotheses : that the Saka era was founded either by Chashtana 
or by Kadphiscs II. The latter opinion is held by Dr. Sten 
Konow who has written recently "I am still of opinion that 
the Saka era was established by Vima-Kadphises". (The Ara 
inscription, in Ep. Ind. Vol. XIV., p. 141). 

For such a theory to be possiblef Kadphises II must have 
reiged in 78-79 A. D. We may believe that the inscription of 
the *'Chir Stupa" at Taxila is dated in the 136th year of the era 
which begins in 58-57 B. C. and the date 136 falls precisely in 
78-79 A. D. And if we study the inscription pf the ^'Chir 
Stdpa" and ask ourselves who is the king therein mentioned, we 
are rather inclined to reply: ^'It is an inscription of Kujula- 
KadphisSs (I)" : ^'So far as I can see, there cannot be much 
doubt that the Kusha^a Emperor of the Panjt^ and Taxila 



records was Kujnla-Kadpiuses anti not Vima’Kadphises” (Ep. 
Ind. Vol. XIV Part VH, July 1918, page 289. “Taxila inscription 
of the year 136” by Sten Konow). It is not therefore probable 
that (Vima) Kadphises II reigned in 78-79 A. D. 

But even granting that Kadphises II. reigned in 78-79 A. D. 
it has to be proved that he founded an era. VVe have not 
even a single document that can make us Ixdieve that 
Kadphises 1 1 has founded an era. On the contrary, if the 
“Chir Stupa” inscription is dated 78-79 A. D., it will be proved 
that the Kush&n Kings used after A. D. 78 the era 58-57 B. C.; 
and Hnally, granting that Kadphises II. founded an era, it must 
be proved that this era was adopted by Chaslitana or his 
descendants. 

After all, the theory of (V'ima) Kadphises 11 having found- 
ed the Saka era is not based either upon any proof or even 
indication. 

There remains then but one hypothesis : "'riie Saka era 
was founded by Chaslitana”. This theory was expressed 
30 years ago by Cunningham (see N. chr. 1888, p. 232 and 
1892, p. 44) discussed notably by D. R. Bhandarkar (B. B. R. 
A. S., Vol., XX page 280) and was afterwards completely aban- 
doned. 

I now wish to assert boldly that this abandonment is quite 
unjustified. This theory has been slighted because for 
30 years the historians of India have had two preconceiv- 
ed notions : (1) that the inscriptions of Nahapina arc 
dated in the Saka era. (2) that the Saka era was founded by 
Ka^ishka. I think I have proved that these two suppositions 
are now untenable. 

I affirm that the only natural theory concerning the Saka 
era is that it was founded by Chashjana. 

It is admitted on all hands that the dynasty of Chashtana 
has used the ^ka era;, and it is but natural to suppose that the 
founder of the dynasty was also the founder of the era used by 
it. Outside the kingdom of Chashtana and his descendants, not 
a single inscription has been found which is dated in the above 
era. In fact the inscriptions of the Kush&n kings are not dated 
from the Saka era and the inscriptions dated from the same era 
which are found in South India are all posterior to the fall of 
the dynasty of Chashfana. Thus then all the ^aka inscriptions 
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that are anterior to 400 A. D. are every one of them inscriptions 
of the dynasty of Chashtana. Tlie era is therefore special to 
that dynasty. 

If we are not quite sure that Chashtana was a Saka, there 
is no doubt that he was of foreign origin. The names of the 
members of this family show that they were foreigners. Mr. 
Rapson says (page CXXI) : "Ghsamotika is Scythic”; “shtana 
(in Ch&shj:ana) is a Persian termination and (page CXXI I) 
D&maghsada “foreign name, may possibly be an attempt to 
express the Persian Zflda, a son”, 

A general of the W. Kshatrapas is mentioned in an inscrip- 
tion (Progress|Report, Arch. Survey, Western India for 1917- 
1918, page 37) as being a Saka. 

Were Chashtana and his descendants themselves Sakas ? 
It is possible; but one thing is certain, that in ancient India 
they were designated by the name of Sakas. The Matsya 
Purftna mentions a dynasty of 18 Sakns which is probably that of 
Chashtana; but there can be no doubt in certain cases : for 
instance, Bana in circ. 630 A. D. has written (“Harsha charita” 
trans. Cowell and Thomas, page 194) : “In his enemy’s city, 
the king of the Sakas, while courting another man’s wife, was 
butchered by Chandra-Gupta”, 

To sum up : 

(1) It is certain that all the dates that are given in the 
documents of the dynasty of Chashtana are of the Saka era. 

(2) We do not know of even a single inscription anterior 
to 400 A. D. which is dated in the Saka era and belongs to a 
dynasty other than that of Chashjana. 

(3) Tradition has given the name of Saka to the era 
, beginning in 78 A. D., since it was the era used by the descen> 

dants of Chah^ana who in ancient India were designated by 
the name of “Saka.” 

(4) The most ancient inscriptions (Andhau) are dated in 
the year 52 of this era; and they are the inscriptions of the 
grandson of the founder of the dynasty. If the founder of the 
dynasty was also the founder of the cm, it is quite natural that 
the grandson should have reigned 52 years later. 

Therefore, the most simple, the most natural and the most 
logical theory consists in saying: “The^aHa era ot 78 was 
founded by Chashtana”, 
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§ 3. The later S^tav&hana kings. 


y If 79 A. D. is the first year of the reign of Chashtana, it is 
probable that the destruction of the Kshahar&tas by Clautanii- 
putra took place in 78 A. D. or a little earlier. 

It is probable that Chashtana was a Saka prince, wlio, for 
some reasons not known, entered into an alliance with 
Gautamiputra ag.aiust the KshaharS.tas.’ Perhaps he was cither 
a petty prince of Sind or Rajpiit^na who invaded the Kshaha- 
rftta empire or a vassal of the Kshaharfltas who levolteil 
against his suzerain. 

The form of the hair on the head of Chaslitana differs 
from that of the king represented on the coins bearing the 
name of Nahapflna. 

/"It seems that Chashtana was first a vassal of Gautamiputra 
for the following three reasons : (1) Chashtana first bore only 
the title of Kshatrapa (2) The reverse side of the coins of 
Chashtana contains the Chaitya with 3 arches which 
characterises the coins restruck by Gautamiputra (3) The 
Nisik inscription siiys that Gautamiputra was the lord of 
Sur&shtra and Md}w&. ‘ 

However, Chashtana, even as a Kshatrapa, bad coins 
struck in his own iname, and there is room to think that the 
powers of Gautamiputra in the states of Chashtana were only 
nominal. 

y^The mother of Gautamiputra was the queen Gautami 
Bala^i which justifies the name of Gautamiputra borne by 
her son. We know, in fact, that the kings of this epoch often 
added before their name the gotra of their mother.’ 

The son of Gautamiputra reigned under the name of 
VAsishfhiputta Sri Pu|um&vi. 

The famous NAsik inscription, in which the queen Bala^ri, 
mother of Gautamiputra and grandmother of VAsish$hiputra 
PulumAvi, feU$ us that her son destroyed the Sakas, is dated in 
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the 19th year of the reign of her grandson Puliundvi (Ep, Ind. 
Vol. Vlll., p. 61). 

At Nasik, there are two inscriptions of Gautamipiilra 
dated in the years 18 (insc. No. 1125 of Liiders's list) and 24 
(iiisc. No. 1126). Professor D. R. Bhandarkar who has 
discussed this subject recently (Ind. Ant., Vol. XLVIl, page 
152) says : “Sir Rainkrishna Bhandarkar contends that all 
“ these dates pertain to the reign of Puluinivi and that he 
“ reigned conjointly with his father, the former over MahA- 
“ r4shp*a and the latter over the hereditary SatavS.hana 
“ dominions. The latter view alone can be correct. For in in- 
“ scriptioii No. 5, Gautamiputra S&takarni, who is the donor 
“ there along with his mother, issues a grant in favour of 
“ Buddhist monks, who, it is expressly stated were staying in 
“ the cave which was the pious gift of theirs. This cave which 
“ was a pious gift of Ssltakarni and his mother must doubtless 
“ be cave No. 3 which, as wc have seen above, was excavated 
“ and given over to the Bhadriyaniyas. But then we have 
“ also seen that this cave was presented to these monks in the 
“ 19th regnal year, not of S&takarni but of Pulumivi/' 
“ (Dekkan of the Satavahana Period by Prof. D. R. Bhandar- 
“ kar). 

I regret I cannot accept this theory. On the contrary, the 
inscriptions themselves clearly show that Gautamiputra and 
Pulum&vi have reigned in succession. Indeed, Gautamiputra, 
in the year 24, states distinctly that the cave was excavated 
under the orders of his mother and himself : “Pious gift of 
ours”; and in the inscription of queen Bala^ri in the 19th year 
of Pulumavi, the queen mother makes a solemn gift of the cave 
in her own name. This can be explained in only one way : the 
excavation of the cave was begun under the orders of Gautami-' 
putra and his mother before the 18th year of Gautamiputra 
and was finished only after the death of Gautamiputra and 
during the reign of his son Pulumivi; we have proof of it in 
the fact that it was the latter king that had it embellished with 
paintings. The cave not having been consecrated officially, 
this consecration took place only in the 19th year of Pulumftvi. 
Since the king Gautamiputra was dead, the queen Bala^ri made 
the gift officially herself. 

I have besides another remark to m^e on this occasion! 
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I think that the meaning of the inscription of the queen 
BalaSri has not been correctly understood till now. We 
wonder why this inscription dated in the reign of Piiluin^vi 
contains exclusively the eulogies of Gautainipulra. I believe 
that the real meaning of the inscription, is this : the queen 
mother, when she was oflicially presenting the cave, cannot 
forget that it was under the orders of her son that the excava- 
tion of the cave was begun; it was therefore quite natural to 
eulogise the glorious Ganlamipiitra. Thus the inscription of 
Balasri has a clear meaning : it is the funeral oration on tlie 
great king delivered by an inconsolable mother. 

Again the supposition that Gantamiputra was not the 
king of the region about Ndsik is untenable : 1) because 
Gauianiipiitra gives orders to the officers of NAsik; 2) according 
to the inscription of Balasri he reigned over SurAshtra, 
Apar^nta, and, Vidarba; and Mr. Bhandarkar admits that he 
reigned also over the South; why should the NAsik region 
alone form an exception? 3) We have seldom seen a father 
dating his grants in the reign (and especially in the 24th year) 
of the reign of his son ; 4) and lastly we have a positive proof 
of it in the hoard of Joghaltembhi. 

We have said that this treasure consisted of 13250 coins 
bearing the name of Nahapana of which 9270 had beCMi 
restruck by Gantamiputra (J. B. B. R. A. S., Vol XXII, page 
224). It is remarkable that in this treasure there is not a single 
coin of VAsisthiputra Pulumavi who, as we know, has struck 
coins in his own name (see : Rapson, Coins of the Andhra 
dynasty, page 20). As Joghaltembhi is a village in the environs 
of N&sik, we have to conclude that, after the destruction of the 
Sakas, it was Gantamiputra that reigned in this place and that 
the treasure was buried during his reign and before the acces- 
sion of Pulumavi. But Rev. H. R, Scott who has examined 
the hoard of Joghaltembhi cai*efully has made an important 
remark : ^'Judging from the condition of the coins, I should 
say that they must have been a vei-y long time in circulation 
and that both before and after being counter-struck (J B. B. R. 
A. S., Vol XXI 1, p. 224); and he adds “They could not have 
been buried earlier than 20 years after ^lakarni's victory". 
So, there is no. doubt that Gautamiputra reigned in the N4sik 
region for a long time, since the coins have had time to get 
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considerably worn out. Puiumilvi has therefore reigned at 
N^sik for more than 15 years after the destruction of the 
Ksliaharatas. 

/It is certain that Chashtana was for a time the 
contemporary of Pujum&vi. In fact, Ptolemy says in his 
geography (Ind. Ant., Vol XIII., page 366) that Siro Polemaios 
'-reigned at Baithana, and Tiastanes at Oz6n6. Oz6n6 is 
unquestionably Ujjain which was the capital of all the kings of 
the dynasty of Ch&shtana, and Baithana is Paitana or Paithana, 
the capital of Pulumavi.’ Unfortunately the evidence of 
Ptolemy dees not enable us to know exactly in what epoch 
Chashtana and Pulum&vi lived. We do not know for certain 
in what year Ptolemy wrote his geography and we know little 
about the life of this scholar. Olympiodorus says that when 
Ptolemy was at Canopa in 147, he had already been making 
astronomical observations for 40 years, which will -place 
Ptolemy's works between 104 and 147 A. D. Ptolemy was not 
a navigator; he was an astronomer of Alexandria who wrote 
his geography chiefly with the object of drawing a map of the 
world with latitudes and longitudes: and has he not the preten- 
sion to give his own views about the countries he speaks 
about. He confines himself to reconstructing the configuration 
of the countries, relying upon the descriptions given by the 
travellers in the works which can be had in his days. He 
himself admits that he follows Marin Of Tyr, navigator who 
made his voyage about 100 A. D. From which book has 
Ptolemy taken his information about Pulumavi and Chasfana ? 
It may not be impossible that it was from the work of Marin 
of Tyr which unfortunately has not come down to us. But it 
is certain that this information was obtained from relatively 
recent sources and as Ptolemy wrote his geography in the first 
half of the Ilnd century, wc may admit that the information he 
gives about Chash^na and Pu|um4vi belongs to the beginning 
of the Ilnd centur)'. 

/When the Kshahar&las occupied Northern Deccan, the 
capital of the ^atavahanas was probably Amarfivatt on the 
lower course of the Krishna. The legend that ^ Kakulam 
was the capital has no foundation (see Ind. Ant., Nov. 1913, 
Vol XLII, page 276). At the time Gautamfpqtra and at the 
beginning of the reign of Pu^umfivi it was Amaravati that jwas 
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the capital : the king was called “Lord of Dhanarhkata’* (insc. 
No. 3 at Nasik. Dhanaihkata=Dh4nyakataka=Dhanakata— 
Dhannakada). Pnlumivi removed the capital to Paithana 
(Pratishthina).' 

The Puranas pretend to give us the history of the ^dtava- 
hanas to whom they give the name of Andhras. However, if 
we compare the information given in the Piird.nas with what 
is contained in the historical documents we possess, we find 
that it is only the Matsya that deserves to engage the attention 
of the historian. We shall not however attach any value to 
the durations of the reigns given in the Matsya Purana, for, 
each time we proceed to verify these dates, “ilie Puranas are 
proved to be in error“ (Vincent A. Smith. — Early History of 
India, 2d Edition, page 194). However the order of succession 
of the kings is nearer the truth. 'Phat order is as follows : 
Gaiitamiputra, 

Piiloma, 

Siva^ri, 

Sivaskanda, 

Yajfiasri, 

Vijaya, 

Chandaj^ri Santikarna, 

Puloma. 

It is to he remarked that we find here Gaiitamiputra 
followed by Pulumavi; besides, the inscriptions and the coins 
are found to confirm the existence of Siva^ri, of Yajna^ri and 
of Chanda. 

It is almost certain that the Matsya Purana is right in 
saying that Siva Sri was the successor of Pulumavi, for we 
have (Rapson, page 29) ithc coins bearing the name “Rano 
Vasithiputa Siva-Siri-Salakarhni (V'lsishthiputra Siva-Sri-Sata- 
karni); and these coins are almOvSt identical with those of 
Pulumfivi in regard to the letters of the alphabet, the symbols 
(chaitya with three arches etc.) and the workmanship, y We 
have also an inscription (No, 1279 of Luder'slisl) of Amaravati 
which is dated in the reign of Siri-Sivamaka-Sada who is 
perhaps ^iVa-Sri-SMakarni. • 

We have not yet found any documents, coins or inscrip- 
tions, mentioning Sivaskanda SMaka^i, However, in cave 36 at 
Kanhiri, there is an inscription (No. 1001 of LOders's list) 
5 
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dated in the 8th year of king MjidharipVta Svami whry^e name 
is followed by another not very legible which Mr. D. R. 
Bhandarkar (Ind. Ant. Vol XLVII, Part DXCVI, June 1918) 
has read Sri Sata. The alphabet of tliis inscription (as wdl as 
of another, No. 1002) seems to show that this king reigned 
before Yajna Sri. If this palacographical indication and the list 
given in the Matsya are correct, this Madharipntra can be no 
other than Sivaskanda. 

Yajfia-Sri seems to have had a brilliant reign. It was 
in fact at the time of Gautamiputra Yajna Satakarni that 
was dug the chaitya of Kanhdri which is in a degenerate 
style compared with that of the splendid Chaitya at Karli, but 
which is a remarkable monument (insc. No. 1124 of Liiderss 
list; 16th year of Yajna). It was also during the time of 
this king that was embellished the VIII cave at Nasik whose 
inscription No. 4 is dated in the 7th year of his reign (Ep. 
Ind. Vol VIII., page 94). r A fragment of a pillar discovered 
at China near the mouth of the. Krishna which has since 
been transported to the Madras Museum contains an 
inscription dated in the 27th year of the reign of \ajna 
(Ep. Ind., Vol. I., page 95) : and the coins bearing the 
very characteristic name ‘‘Yajna'' arc also well known (see 
Rapson).* 

We know the name of Vijaya only from the Matsya 
Purana. 

Chanda^Sri Santikarna must probably be identified with 
Vasithiputa Chadasata Avho reigned at the time, when the 
Kodavolu inscription was engraved (see Report on Epigraphy; 
Madras Government orders; inscription No. 228 of 1908), and 
with Vasisthiputa Siri Cada Sati (Vasishthiputra Sri Chandra 
^ati) of the coins (see Rapson, pages 30 and 32; Mr. Rapson 
thinks that this king must have preceded Yajna). 

We shall speak of Pulumavi, the last king of this dynasty, 
in the following chapter concerning the Pallavas and the ins- 
cription at Myakadoni. 

The inscription (No. 965 of Luders's list) of Girnar 
(Junagadh in Kathiavad) which is aated in the year 150 A. D. 
says [Ep. Ind. Vol VIII., p. 47] that Rudradaman, by his 
own valour [svaviryy-arjjitan&m] gained Akaravanti (Malwa), 
Surashtra (K^hiaw^r), Kachchha (Cutch), Aparftnta (the coast 
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to the north of Bombay) etc, deslroyed the Yaiidheyas, who 
were loath to vSiibmit, defeated Satakarni, lord of Dakshina- 
patha, but on account of the nearness of their connection did 
not destroy him but himself acquired the name of Mah4kslia- 
trapa. 

Wiiich king of the Satav^hana dynasty is called here by 
the name of Satakarni ? Tlie inscriptions and the coins seem 
to confirm the statement of the Girnar inscription. An inscrip- 
tion at Kanheri (No. 994 of Liiders's list) “exhibits the neat 
characters of Western Kshatrapa inscriptions” (liiihler, Ind. 
Ant., Vol XXXIII, page 43). This inscription, as those of 
Rudradaman is in Sanskrit and thus differs from all other 
^Satavahana inscriptions wliich are all in Prakrit t This inscrip- 
tion mentions the queen of V‘ asishthiputra Sri Satakarni, 
daughter of the mahakshatrapa Ru[dra]. The last name 
consists only of two syllables the first of which is certainly 
*^Ru” and the second very piobably “dra.” Secondly Yajna 

Sri “issued coins and they are similar in fabi ic and style to 

the Kshatrapa coins” (Rapson, section 87). The characteristic 
of these coins is that the head of king Yajna is represented on 
them, wiiereas the image of the king is not found in any C';in 
of the other S&tavdhanas. It is therefore certain that it is Yajna 
who adopted the Kshatrapa style for these coins. These coins of 
Yajiia (Rapson Pl.VII., El) resemble those of Rudradaman. It 
has to be remarked that the coif of Rudradaman found on his 
coins resembles that of Yajiia; it is a sort of spherical calotte 
covering the skull and differs totally from the coif of Chashtana; 
and the sculptures of the chaitya of Kanheri which are dated in 
the time of Yajna show us personages who have their hair dres- 
sed as Yajfia and Rudradaman. It is therefore probable that it 
was Rudradaman who adopted the coiffure that was used in the 
Deccan at the time of Yajna Sri. Thus then Rudradaman was 
almost a contemporary of Yajna and was besides the father-in- 
kiw of a Vasishthiputra Satakarni, which Yajna was not| 
as we know that he was a Gautainiputra. Unfortunately 
we know three Satavahanas who bore the name of • Vasishthi- 
putra : the great Pii]umavi, Siva Sri and Chanda ^ri. We know 
also a certain Vasishthiputra Chatarapana who had reigned 13 
years when an inscription at Nan^ha); (No. 1120 of LQders's 
list) was engraved; lit is however probable that this latter 
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Vasishthiputra is no other than Siva-Sri or Chanda Sri, and 
the word Chatiirapana is suspicions (see ]. R. A. S. for 1905, 
page 798). 

It is almost certain that the V&sishthiputra who was the 
son-in-law of Rudradaman was not the great Pulumavi: we 
know in fact that Pulum&vi was the contemporary of Cliash- 
tana. It appears therefore to be impossible that he should 
have married the great-grand-daughter of Chashtana. There 
yet remain Siva Sri and Cliaiida Sri; but it is probable that 
the son-in-law of Rudradaman was rather Siva Sri, who 
might have married the daughter of Rudradaman after having 
fought with him once and who might have been defeated in 
his turn about the year 1 30 A. D., wlien lighting a second 
time with the Kshalrapa king. Rudradaman might have been 
the victor and might have occupied Apardnta for some time 
up to the reign of Yajna Sri who might have adopted into 
this region a coinage similar to that of Rudradaman. The 
above are suppositions, since the documents we have do 
not enable us to have a correct knowledge of this history. 

The following might perhaps be the chronology of the Sdta- 
vahanas in conjunction with that of the Western Kshatrapas: 
Circ. A. D.l 


78 

Destruction of Kshaharatas by Gautamiputra. 

79 

1st yeur of the reign of Chashtiina and of the Saka 
era; Circ. 10th year of the reign of Gautamiputra. 

p'rom 95 
to 120 

Reigns of Pulumavi and Chashtana* 

From 120 
to 140 

Invasion of the Yaudhey:is and of the Andhras; ja- 
yadaman transfers his power to his son Rudrada- 
man who gets the title of Mahakshatrapa and de- 
feats Siva Sri Satakarni. 

p'rom 140 
to 150 i 

Riidrad&mau occupies Aparanta; 
reign of ^ivaskanda. 

P'roml50 
to 155 

End of the reign of Rudrad&man; 
beginning of the reign of Yajna Sri. 

From 155’ 
to 178 

Reign of Damajada^ri sind of Yajna ^ri 

From 178 
to 180 

End of the reign of Yajna Sri and beginning of 
the reigns of Jivaddman and Vijaya tfdtakart;ki. 






— 4? ~ 

In the above chronology we have admitted that Rudra-. 
d^man was the contemporary of a series of three kings: 

(1) Vasishthiputra Siva Sri, 

(2) Mddharipiitra Sivaskanda, 

(3) Gautamiputra Yajiia Sri. 

But some coins found in the Kolhapur region (Rapson, pages 
5, 7, 14) have restrucks which , enables us to settle the follow- 
ing series : 

(1) Vasishthiputra Vilivayakura, 

(2) Mddharipiitra Sivalakura, 

(3) Gautamiputra Viliv&yakura, 

Can these two series be identified y 

It is to be remarked that : 

(1) The first names, Vasishthiputra, Madharipulia, (hiu- 
tamiputra, prove nothing, as we know that these names 
indicate a Gotra and the custom of prefixing to Ihe real name 
of a person the name of liis mother's Gotra has been in exis- 
tence in the dynasties of the neighbours of the Satavahanas 
(the Abhiras, theChutus, the IkshvS.kus). There then remain tlie 
second names, and they, Viliv4yakura and Sivrilakura, have nol 
been found in authentic Sdfavdhana inscriptions. 

(2) The coins bear as symbols **bow and arrow" 
in place of the Ujjain symbol of the coins of S&tav&hanas. 

(3) Again, these coins have been found only in the 
Kolhapur region; and Ptolemy says, tliat at Hippokura, in a 
country which may be situated approximately in this part of 
the Deccan, there reigned a king named Baleokuros, who, 
many authors have believed, can be identified with Viliv4yakura. 
This king will, in that case, be a contemporary of PulumAvi 
and belong to another dynasty. 

I think therefore that these coins may be provisionally 
admitted to belong to the ‘^Kolhapur Dynasty." 

Some coins bearing the names of Sri Rudra S&takarioi 
and Sri Krishna SAtakarni have been found (see Rapson 
Coins of Indian Museum; Andhra dynasty) in the Chanda 
district of the Central Provinces. As these names have 
been found only in this region, we may suppose that these 
kings belonged to a peculiar dynasty that subsisted for some 
time in the Chanda district, when the S4tav4hanas had been 
replaced by the Chutus, the N4gas, the Pallavas, the Ikshvftkus 
the ^ihaitphaliyanast 
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THK PALLAVAS. 


§ 1. The Pallavil mystei v. 


In '^The Oxford History of India" which Mr. iVincenl A. 
Smith has published this year (Oxford, 1919), he says (page 
205); ^'The Pallavas constitute one of the mysteries of Indian 
history" and again in his ^'Early History of India" (2nd edi- 
tion, page 423) he has said : ''Who were the Pallavas ? Whence 
did they come ? How did they attain (he chief place among 
the powers of the South ? " 

Many authors have answered this question with a theory 
[see the Mysore Gaz., I., pages 303-4; see also Madras Manual, 
I., page 129] which may be called ‘*Tlie theory of Parthian 
invasion". The supporters of this theory believe that the Pal- 
lavas were a northern tribe of Parthian origin, that they were 
a clan of nomads who, having come from Persia, were not able 
to settle in Northern India and so continued their invasion up 
to K&nchipuram. This hypothesis was very charming to the 
imagination* They pictured to themselves a number of men 
of the white race, the Parthians, brandishing their bows-^(the 
Parthian arrow is well-known) forming a nomadic tribe, trans- 
porting their camp from country to country and destroying, 
like the Huns, everthing they found on their way. It is tlius 
they would have traversed the whole of India and would have 
stopped only at the «extremity of the Peninsula, Then, after 
having vanquished the ancient tribes in the South, they would 
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have established their capital at K&nchipiiram. This theoi^ 
presents a very great dificnlty. This great invasion, by a whole 
clan of the Parthian tribe, extending from the frontiers of 
^ersia to the extreme South of the Indian peninsula, implies an 
immense political commotion in the Dcccau. When did this 
important event take place ? Certain authors, and V. Vetikayya 
in particular, have tried to determine '‘the date of the Pallava 
migration to the South''. But up to the present day we have not 
found any document which proves the existence of a Parthian 
invasion of Southen India. We may say that this theory makes 
the Pallava mystery still more mysterious. It is not therefore 
without cause that Mr, Vicent A. Smith, in the two last editions 
of his ‘^Early History of India'’, has abandoned the theory of 
the Parthian invasion and has tried to discover a less impro- 
bable theory. 

“There is every reason to believe that future historians 
will be able to give a fairly complete narrative of thi* doings of 
the Pallava kings, and that the mystery which surrounds their 
origin and affinities may be elucidated in large measure."' (The 
Oxford History of India, page 210). 

It is with the object of realising the wish of Mr. Vincent 
A. Smith that we now proceed to prove the following proposi- 
tions : 

r(l) The Andhra empire was governed by feudatories who 
bore the title of Mah4rathis and were called “Nftgas ' as 
they belonged to a race of serpent- worshippers. 

(2) Coins containing the image of a “Ship with two masts" 
are found almost exclusively on the coast between Madras and 
Cuddalore and they represent the moneys of Tondai-Mandalain 
of which Kaflchi is the capital. According to Prof. Rapson, 
these coins bear the legend “Sri Pulumdvi". The Ujjain 
symbol indicates the Sdtavfthana dynasty. So this dynasty 
reigned over the territory of KAnchipuram. Further, an inscrip- 
tion of Pulumivi, the last king of that dynasty, shows that the 
prince Skanda-N4ga was his great general ; there is no 
dou^t that the Ndgas were very powerful when the SdtavahAna 
dynasty came to an end/ 

(3) It is certain that one of those royal families of N&ga 
origin, the “Chuju", took the place of the S «tav4hanas. 

^ (4) It is certain that ah the most ancient Pallava kings 
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were the contemporaries of the Chutiis of tlie NAga race. 

(5) It is also certain that the Pallavas succeeded the Chutus 
of the NAga race. 

(6) The Pallava plates of Velurp&laiyani contain (verses 3 
to 22) the history of the Pallavas according to the family 
tradition. There/it is said that the first member of the family 
who become king “acquired all the emblems of royalty on 

marrying tlic daughter of the lord of Serpents evidently a 

N&ga princess’# (Report on Epigraphy for 1910—1911; G. O. 
Public, 28th July, Part II, No. 7, page 61). 

(7) 1 Iiold the theory that I have enunciated in my work 
“The Pallavas” (Pondicherry, 1917): '^The earliest Pallavas 
were not kings, and they were alien to South India. 
One of them married the daughter of one of the kings 
of that country and thus became a king himself” (The 
Pallavas, page 23). At the time of the Girnar inscription the 
Western Satrapas reigned in Aparanta and had a Pahlava for 
their minister. These Pahlavas were the neighbours of the 
Ndgas when the Chutii-Nftgas reigned in Aparanta (KanhC*ri 
inscription of the mother of Skanda-Niga, No. 1021 of 
Liiders’s list). A Pallava prince married the daughter of the 
King Siva-Skanda-Naga-S5&takarni, and inherited the throne 
of Kafichi. 

Such, in a few words, is our theory in regard to the 
origin of the Pallavas. We shall now proceed to develop it. 


No. 1. Maharathis, ChuUis, Nagas. 

The inscription of Nanaghat (Arch. Surv. West. Ind. Vol. 
y, No. 3, p. 64) says that SMakarni, king of Dakshinapatha 
married Naga-Nika, daughter of a Mah.arathi Kalal&ya! 

The ^lion pillar” at Karli (Ep. Ind. Vol., VII., page 49) 
was a gift of Maharathi Agni-Mitra-Naga. 

After the fall of the Satavahana dynasty, a large portion 
of the empire passed into the hands of the dynasty of the 
Chutus who were related to the Maharathis. The Chutus 
and the Maharathis often bore the title of Satakarnis.' 

An inscription (No. 1195 of Luders's list) at Malavalli 
in the Shikarpur taluq of Mysore (Ep. Cam., Vol. VI i., Sk. 
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263; plate facing the page 252. See also ^^Mysore and Coorg 
trom inscriptions", plate facing page 21) is dated in the 2nd 
year of the reign of Haritipiita-Vinhnkada-Chutukulananda 
Satakamni, king of Vaijayanti. VVe know that Vaijayanti is 
nothing but Banavasi and this very town of Banavasi 
contains an inscription (No. 1186 of Liiders's list; see also 
Arch. Snrv. West. Ind., Vol IV., PI. I\^; and Ind. Ant., 
1885, 331) which is dated in the 12th year of the same 

king: ‘‘According to Dr. Burgess, account , it is carved 

"on the two edges of a large slate slab, bearing the represent* 
"ation of a five-hooded cobra." (Ind. Ant., Vol. XIV, p. 331). 
According to Biililer (Ind. Ant. Vol. XIV, p. 332) "the alphabet 
"resembles, as Dr. Bhagwanlal Indraji has stated, that of the 
"Nasik inscription of Siriyana-Satakamui". This king bears 
here the same name as in the Malavalli inscription. However, 
there is this important thing to be remarked here, that the 
name of the family is given here as Vinhukadadutu instead 
of Vinhukadachutu, the word Dutu is therefore synonymous 
with Chutu. We know (see Rapson, page 59 and PI. VIII., 
No. 235) some coins of a king called Dhutukaiananda who 
belonged surely to the dynjisty of the Chutus. 

/ The inscription of Banavasi says that king ^atakarni had 
a daughter who joined her son in making gift of a Naga. 
The son was called Sata .>r Sivaskanda-Naga-Sri. An inscrip- 
tion at Kanheri (No. 1021 of Liiders's list), is a donation by 
Naga-Miila-Nika wlio was the daughter of the "great king" that 
reigned at this epoch. She was the wife of a Maharathi and a 
more important detail is that she was the mother of prince 
Skanda-Naga-Sata! Mr. Rapson writing on this subject 
says (page LI 1 1): "there can be no doubt that she is to be 
identified with the donor mentioned in the following inscription 
from Banavasi and that she was, therefore, the daughter of 
king Haritiputra Vishnukada Cutu Satakarni whose name must 
have stood originally in the present inscription". Ka^hSri 
being situated in Aparanta, there can be no doubt that the 
Chutus succeeded the Andhras not only in Mysore but also in 
Aparanta, near Bombay. 

The prince Skanda-Naga-SMaka or Sivaskanda-N&ga was 
not a Chu(u because his mother was a Chutu princess. His 
father was a MabAralhi; to whiclf dynasty did he belong ? It is 

6 . 
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probable that he was a descendant of the kings that reigned over 
the territory . of Chitaldroog. We know that Cliitaldroog is 
only about fifty miles east of Banavasi, where we find the 
inscription of Sivaskanda-Naga-S4ta, and to the west of 
Chitaldroog, on the site of an ancient city whose name is said 
to have been Chandr4vali where found in 1888 some leaden coins 
(Ep. Ind. Vol VII, p. 51, see plate III, fig A, B, C; and Rapson; 
PI. VIII, No. 233 et page 57) which bear tlie name of Sadakana- 
Kalal&ya-Maiiirathi. The emblems are, on the obverse, a 
humped bull standing, and on the reverse, tree and chaitya. 
This Saclakana (Sat&karnni) who bears the title of Mah&rathi 
is probably an ancestor of Mahdrathi Satakana or Sata who 
made the grant of a Ndga at Banavasi. In fact, both of them 
are Mahdrathis; they have the same title of Sila, and they 
have both reigned in the same country, in the vicinity of 
Malavalli and Chitaldroog. The kings of this country were 
Nagas; Mr. Rice says (Mysore and Coorg from inscriptions 
page 202) : “The early inhabitants of the country were 
probably to a great extent, specially on the female side, Nagas, 
“ or serpent worshippers, that is, of the cobra, which is the 

Naga In the Satavahana inscription of Banavasi of the 

first or second century, the king's daughter is named Nagasri 
and she makes the gift of a Ndga'\ We may add that this 
queen is named NAga-Mula-Nika in the Kanheri inscrip- 
tion, that her son's name was Skanda-Naga-Sata; that the 
Banav&si inscription is engraved beside the image of a NAga; 
and that the country around Malavalli and Bahavasi was once 
called Nagakhanda. It is probable that these Mahar.ithis-Nagas 
who bore, like the Andhras, the title of SAtakarni, are the 
Andhrabhrityas or servants of the Andhras, who, as mentioned 
in the Puranas, succeeded the Satavahanas. 

The MyAkadoni inscription (Report on Epigraphy for 
1915—16; Madras,'G. O. No. 99; 29th Aug 1916, Part II, No. 1, 

page 112— inscription No. 509 of Apendix B. See also 

Ep. Ind. Vol, XIV,, page 153) says that this village was in the 
territory governed by the great general (MahAsdnapati) Kaihda- 
naka (Skanda<Naga) and we know that My^doni is not far 
from Chitaldroog. The Myakadoni inscription is dated in the 
8th year of the reign of Siri-Pulum^vi. Who is this PulumAvi? It 
is noteworthy that we do apt find here the name Vasisthiputra 



which is peculiar to tlie inscriptions of the son of Gautatniputni. 
Besides, the alpliabet of the Mydkadoni inscription is much less 
archaic than that of the inscriptions of great Pulumavi, Mr. V. S. 
Sukthankar of Poona wlio has edited tlic Myakadoni inscrip- 
tion lias observed this detail: “The alphabet resembles that 
of the Joggayj'jipeta inc. of Purisadata” (Ep. Ind. Vol. XIV., 
page and the inscriptions of Purisadata at Jaggayyapeta 
have been attributed to the III century by all the authors who 
have spoken of it and no one doubts that Purisadata reigned 
after the Satavflhanas...^ The alphabet of the Myftkadoni 
inscription is incontestably much more developed than the 
alphabets of all the other S^tav^hana inscriptions and very 
much resembles those of the Chutus and the ancient Pallavast 
It is therefore very probable that the Puluraflvi of the My4- 
kadoni inscription is the last king of the S^tavahana dynasty 
in the list given in the Matsya Pur&na. The only objection 
that can be raised, is that t'le inscription is dated in the 8th 
year of his reign, whereas the Matsya Puripa gives him only 
a reign of 7 years. But we have already said that wc must 
not rely on the duration of the reigns given in the Matsya 
Purftna; this objection is therefore worthless, and there are 
reasons to think that the Myakadoni inscription is dated in 
the reign of the hist of the Salavihanas. In any case, we may 
. affirm that this Pu|ura&vi is not the son of Gautamiputra. We 
know the alphabet of this king from the Nasik and Amar&\'ati 
inscriptions; and there is a veiy great difference between them 
and that of Myakadoni; I believe that there must be an inter- 
val of more than a century between the two Pujum&vis, 
and that the Pujumavi of Myakadoni is certainly one of the 
later SAtavffhanas. The discoveiy of the My&kadoni inscrip- 
tion has a very important bearing on this subject; it enlightens 
the causes of the fall of the ^tavahana dynasty: we learn, 
in fact, that in the 8th year of the last king of this dynasty, 
a certain Skanda-N&ga w'as the Mah&sSn&pati — that 
is to say the military governor — of all the country extending 
to the South of the Tungabhadra not far from Chitaldroog 
and Banav^i. 

^va-Skanda-NAga who is mentioned in the .BanavAsi 
inscription had probably a glorious reign, as, evoi in the time 
.of tho Kadaml^, they remembered his name; in facti An 
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inscription at Malavalli (No. 1196 of Liiders's list), which is 
surely an inscription of an ancient Kadamba king, says that 
king Sivaskandavarman reigned over that country at one time 
(see the Plate in Ep. Cam. Vol. VII., facing the page 252). 

Further, the celebrated Kadamba inscription at T&lgun^a 
mentions a Siva temple in that town ''at which Satakarni and 
other kings had formerly worshipped ' (Ep. Ind., Vol VIII., 
page 24). 

We do not know any other name given to this dynasty 
except that of Satakamni-Siva-Skanda-NS.ga. 

The same T^ilgun^a inscription says that Mayura^urman, 
the first king of the Kadamba dynasty, conquered the country 
by fighting with the Pallavas. It is therefore certain that the 
N&gas were succeeded by the Pallavas. 


No. 2 — The early Pallava ikings. 


Three sets of copper-plates written in Prakrit in a very 
archaic alphabet prove that, in the HI century of the Christian 
era, there reigned on the southern banks of the Krishni, the 
dynasty of the Pallavas of Bharadvaja gotra who had K^nchi- 
puram for their capital. 

(1) The plates found at Mayidavolu (Guntur district) (Ep» 
Ind. Vol. VI., page 84) say that in the 10th year of the reign of 
his father whose name is not given, the heir-apparent (Yuva- 
maharaja) Sivaskandavarman gave an order to the governors 
of Dhannakada, i. e, Amaravati. 

(2) The plates (Ep. Ind., Vol I., page 2) found at 
Hiraha^agalli (Bellary district) are dated in the 8th year of the 
reign of Sivaskandavarman who confirms a gift made by his 
father whose name is not given, but who is designated by the 
title of Bappa-de\’a. These plates mention the province of 
Satahani which we know (from the Myakadoni inscription) to 
be a portion of the Bellary district. 

(3) The plates found in the Guntur district (Ep. Ind. Vol. 
VIII., page 143) are dated in the reign of Vijayaskandavarman 
and commemorate a grant made by Ch&rudevi, wife of the 
heir-apparent (Yiiva-mah&raja) Vijaya-Buddhavarman and 
mother of a prince ^Yhose name ends in 'Wa”. J. F* Fh»t 



who w’as the first to edit these plates in the Indian Antiqxiary 
(see plate facing page 101 and note 23, page 101) has said : 
“two letters, containing the first part of a proper name, are 
illegible here”. Dr. Hultzsch, in reediting this document, 
believed he could read the whole name as Buddhyahkura. In 
that case, it seems to be a surname and not the name. 

It is possible to identify Yura-Maharaja Siva-Skandavar- 
man of M&yidavolu with the king Siva<Skandavarman of Hira- 
ha^agalli. The king is calledSiva-Skandavarman in the Hirahada- 
galli plates and Vijaya-Skandavarman in those of the G\mtur dis- 
trict. But the words Siva and Vija)".! are prefixes and we shall see 
in the Kadamba documents such names as ^iva-Mjrigeilavarmau 
Siva-MstndhS.tFivarman, and also Siva-Krislnaa (Bennur plates; 
Belur, 245; Ep. Cam., Vol. V). We find even the prefix Sri- 
Vijaya-Siva (Ep. Cam., Vol VII., page 7.). Besides, a similar 
identification has been made in regard to the dynasty of the 
N&gas: we have identified Siva-Skanda-Nflga of Banav&si w'ith 
Skanda-Nd.ga of Kanheri. The alphabet of the I liiahaijagalli 
plates closely resembles that of Charudevi's grant. 

I therefore think that there is no serious difficulty in 
putting together the three documents, M4yidftv61u, Hiraha^a- 
galli and Guntur district and establishing the following 
genealogy : 

A king 

(designated by the title of “Bappa-Deva” in the Hiraha4agalli 
plates) 

I 

The king Skandavarman 

(with the prefix Siva in the M&yidavolu and Hiraha^agalli 
plates; and with the prefix Vijaya in the plates of the Guntur 
district.) 


The prince Buddhavarman 
(with the prefix “Vijaya”; husband of Charudevi) 

I 

A pritice 

(designated by the surname of [Buddhyanjkura in the plates 
of the Guntffi: district). » 

I In what epoch did th^ princes reign 7 : It is certain 
diat they succeeded the ^tavfthanas : hvfact, the three docu> 



ments prove that they reigned on the southern bank of the 
Krish^fl (particularly at Amara\^ti) and in the Sflt&hani 
district; since the S&tarahana dynasty probably subsisted 
up to the first quarter of the 111 century, and since the 
Miyidavohi plates arc certainly contemporaneous with those 
of Kondamudi [it is certain that these plates were engraved, 
as we shall see, shortly after the fall of the Andhras] it is proba- 
ble that the king surnamed Bappa-deva reigned in (he second 
quarter of the III century (225-250 A. D. ). 

On the other hand we know that in 338 A. D. Samudra- 
Gupta liad as his adversary a king of K&nchi named Vish^u- 
gopa. This king was therefore probably an immediate succes- 
sor of [Buddhyanjkura, if this prince ascended the throne. 

Thus then, with the historical information in our posses- 
sion, we can imagine the following chronology : 

(1) “Bappa-dfeva" . . . 2nd quarter of the 111 century. 

(2) Skandavarman . . 3rd t[uarter of the .1 1 1 century. 

(3) Buddhavarman . . 4th quarter of the III century. 

(4) [Buddhyan]kura. . 1st quarter of the IV centurj'. 

(5) Vish^iHgopa . . . 2nd quarter of the IV century. 


No. 3 — The origin of the Pallavas. 

Before handling the subject of the origin of the Pallavas, 
M’e must here specify an important point. 

If we suppose that the word “Pallava” signifies a 
tribe, we must inquire by which invasion this tribe got 
possession of the kingdom of K&uchipuram; if, we admit 
that the word “Pallava" is the name of a family,it is enough, 
to explain the presence of the Pallavas in Kftnchi, to 
find out by what political event one of the members 
of this family succeeded to the throne; here, no doubt is 
possible, because, the M&yidav61u, Hirah&^^galli and Guntfir 
district plates, which come up to the HI century of the Christ- 
ian era, never mention a Pallava nation but only speak of a 
royal family one of whose members was king at K&nchi, and 
we shall now proceed to answer the following question : wl»t 
political event was it that placed on the throne a prince who 
belonged to a family named “Pallava" ? 



In 1917 (“Tlie Pallavas", page 23,) I drew ihe attention 
of the readers to a document which I think can give us the 
key lo this problem : verse 6 of the Vclilrpfihiyam plates, (S. I. 
I., Vol II, Part V; page 510) in giving a summary of the his- 
j' tory of the Pallavas, says that the first member of this dynasty 
: that became king, got the throne by maiTying the daughter of 
I a N4ga king and that the son born of this union was named 
• Skanda. Can this ti-adition that we find in the Pallava documents 
be verified by authentic history? 

^ A large number of coins having for emblems the “ship with 
two masts’’ on the obverse and the “Ujjain symbol" on the rever- 
se has been found on the Coromandel coast between Madras and 
Cuddalore. These ship-coins seem to be special to that part 
of the coast that is in the neighbourhood of K4nchipnram. 
The “Ujjain symbol’’ indicates the ^fllavfthana dynasty. 
Mr. Rapson (page 22) has been able to decipher the inscription 
on these coins ; he has read it to be “Sri Pnlnmivi’’; 
thus, all that part of the Coromandel coast which is in the 
vicinity of KAnchtpuram was under the domination of the 
, ^^tav&hanas. So, the Pallavas established themselves at K&n- 
chipuram after the S&tavflhanas. The alphabet of .the 
M&yidavolu plates proves that Siva-Skandavarman was nearly 
contemporary of the last Andhra kings. So, it is at the time 
of the fall of the SMavahanas that a member of tlie Palhmi 
family ascended the throne of K.anchi; it is quite possible that 
this first king was “Bappa-deva” father of Sira-Skandavar- 
man. We also note that the son of “Bappa-deva” was called 
Skanda and tradition has it that the first Pallava king having 
married a Naga princess had a son named Skanda.* 

When speaking of the famous inscription of Bala-^ri at 
Nasik, we have said that Gautamiputra vanquished the Palhavas 
(Ep. Ind., Vol VIII., PI I, No. 2, line 5) in 78 A. D. Again, 
we learn from the Girnar inscription that Suvisakha who was 
the minister of Rudradaman in 150 A. D. was a Pahlav'a (Juna- 
gadh inscription; Ep. Ind., Vol VIII., page 37 and Plate line 
19). Thus the word which was written Palhava in 78 A.’ D. 
was written Pahlava in 150 A. D., and we note, when whe see the 
Girnar inscription, that the compound letter “hla" resembles the 
double 11. Beside^ in M&yidav61ti plates written in Pr&krit: 
this question of letters has been solved in a very simple manner 
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the>’ wrote Palnva. This can correspond to Pallava for in 
Prlkfit the consonants are not doubled. In the Hlrahada^^lH 
plates it is written as Pallava thougli they are also in Prakrit. 
Later on, when the documents were written in Sanskrit, the word 
, Pallava will be understood to mean “sprout". / The identity 
of names leads us to think that the ancient kings of KfiBchi 
i belonged to the s<une family as the minister of Rudradaman. 
He lived in 150 A. D. and we know Pallava kings reigning'at 
Kanchi in aboui 225 A. D, How did a member of this family 
that we find in Snrtishtra in 150 A. D. establish himself in 
Kanchi ? The Velurpalaiyam plates give the answer to this 
question : a Pallas became king by marrying the daughter of 
a Naga king : and all the documents in our possession regar- 
ding the N'igas and the Pallavas seem to confirm this propo- 
sition. The Girnar inscription says that Rudradaman reigned 
in the province of Aparwta, that is, in the ^neighbourhood of 
KaphSri, and that his minister was a Pahlava : and it is in this 
same Aparanta in Kaph^ri that we find : (1) the inscription of 
the daughter of Rudradaman, (2) the inscription of Naga-Mula- 
Nika, mother of Skanda-Naga-^iitakarni. The latter inscription 
is written in such an archaic alphabet that it Wiis first believed 
to be an inscription of Puhunavi (Rapson, page LIIl). Thus 
the minister of Rudradaman and the mother of the Nfiga prince 
have lived alino it at the same time .and in the same country, 
y We must not forget that the daughter of Rudnidaman married 
a Satakarni. Moreover, the Hirahadagalli .plates have been 
found in the Bellary district, not far from Chitaldroog, where 
have been found the coins of the Maharathis; these plates are 
written in an alphabet almost identical with that of the 
Banavasi. inscription; the Hirahadagalli plates are dated in the 
reign of Siva-Skanda-Pallava and the Banar’asi inscription 
[ mentions ^iva-Skanda-Naga. Thus the N^as were the neigh- 
! hours and the contemporaries of the Pallavas* 

There is again a very peculiar point of resemblance 
between these two dynasties; we have said that ^iva-Skanda- 
Naga was a Maharathi who reigned in the Chitaldroog 
region where the coins of a Mahirathi have been found. These 
coins bear for emblem a “humped bull standing" (Ep. Ind. Vol. 
VII, page 51, plate HI., figures A, B, C; and Rapson, PI. VIII, 
No. 233, and page 57), and it is the “humped well standirtg|_' 
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that is represented in the seals of the Guntur distriot plates Oif 
Skandavarman (see Ep. Ind., Vol VIII, plate facing page 144); 
we know that the bull was the crest of the Pallavas. 

All that we have said above seem to show that a Pallava 
prince who was a native of the territory adjoining Apar&nta 
married the daughter of Siva-Skanda-Nftga, and became king 
of Kanchi, after the downfall of the Saiavahana dynasty; and 
that the son born of the marriage of the first Pallava king with 
the Naga princess bore, according to the custom of the Hindus, 
the name of his grandfather Siva-Skanda. 

yUpon the whole, the history of the Deccan in the III 
century is not well understood; however, all the documents in 
our possession seem to show that in the first quarter of the III 
century the last SAtavahana king was called Pulumavi; the 
empire was governed by the Maharathis who belonged to 
certain families that were related, to one another and bore the ‘ 
names of Chutu, N4ga and Pallava; it is these families that 
replaced the Satavahanas/ 


^7 
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§ 2. 'riie expedilion Saimidra-Guptit. 


We know that a pillar in tlic fort of Allfihabad contains 
an inscription which is not dated but which has been engraved 
during the reign of Samudra-Gupta. This inscription which 
is intended to glorify the emperor and which gives us the 
history of his reign has been published by j. F. l''leet in his 
work “Gupta inscriptions”. 

The interpretation of this inscription has given room to 
numerous errors and some of them great ones. A few of them 
have been corrected. For instance, the text contains the word 
“Ifauraia”; Fleet (Gupta Insc., page 7, footnote 1. ) has said 
that this word “is obviously a mistake" and has corrected it 
into “Kairala” and then into Kd*rala; Whence it has been 
concluded that Samudra-Gupta advanced as far as the Chera 
kingdom in South India. Tliis identification of KauraJii with 
the Malabar coast seemed to be confirmed by two other 
identifications: Kauttura with Kottura— Pollachi (Coimbatore 
District) [see J. R. A, S., 1897, page 29] and Palakka with 
■ PidghM. But now Kauttura is identified with Kothoor in 
Ganjam, and Palakka with a capital of the same nanir' which 
was situated to the South of the Kpshnlt and which is men- 
tioned in many Pallava copper-plates (J. R. A. S., 1905, page 
29).^^ Moreover, I have myself, in 1917, in my work “Tlie 
Pallavas," pages 14 and 15, said that the Pallavas reigned on 
the banks of the Krishna having their capital at Kanchi; so, 
Samudra-Gupta was able to fight w’ith Vish^ugopa of Kfinchi 
without any necessity to advance to the capital : and I ventured 
the opinion that they probably met on the banks of the 
K|rishi(iia and perhaps even in the north of the river as we may 
suppo% that the Pallava king went forward to meet the Gupta 
emperor. Thus Samudra-Gupta's expedition turns out to be 
considerably reduced.* However, I think that there are yet 
numerous errors to be corrected and that the whole history of 
Samudra-Gupta must be set right. 



(1) Mr. Vincent A. Smith bf lieves that Sainudi a-Gupta car- 
ried on his campaign in tlic valley of the Ganges before making 
that of the Deccan and that the latter ended about 350 A. D. 
However, the author of the inscription speaks of the expedition 
against the kings of Dakshin&patha before speaking of the 
expedition against the kings of AryyS.vartla. I cannot .but 
think that lie has followed the chronological order; I am 
therefore of opinion that the expedition to the south took 
place at the beginning of the reign, about 335 or 340 A. D. 

(2) Certain authors affirm that the hill Mahendragiri is men- 
tioned in the inscription. However, the passage “paishtapuraka- 
mahendragirikautturakasvamidatta” means: Mahendra of Paish- 
tapura and Svamidatta of Girikautpira, that is to say, the fort of 
Kottura which is on the hill. There is therefore no reference in 
the inscription to the hill named Mahendragiri. 

(3) Mr. Kielhorn in studying the .4.ihole inscription (Ep. 
ind., Vol. VI., No. 1, page . h;is identified “the water of 
KunaK’ mentioned in this inscription with the kingdom of 
Kaunila mentioned in the Allahabad inscription. This inter- 
pretation has been adopted without any discussion and now 
everybody admits that Samudra-Gupta defeated the king who 
was reigning “on the banks of the Kolleru (Colair) lake." I do 
not however see any reason why Kaurila should be identified 
with Ktindla. The names themselves do not resemble each 
other. I think that the word Kauriila must be read as Korala and 
niust be translated as “the Korala kingdom" and that the Colair 
lake is not mentioned in the AllahibfLd inscription, 

(4) In 1898 (J. R. A. S., 1898, page 369) Fleet affirmed 
that Airan^apalla must be identified with Era^ol, the chief 
town of a subdivision of the same name in the Khand^sh district 
of the Bombay Presidency. The only poof was the similarity of 
the names. At once, all the historians admitted tliis interpre- 
tation and supppsed that Samudra-Gupta, after liaving gone 
as. far as Kfinchi returned to the North of India travelling 
through the vicinity of Bombay; and then-, they identified the 
“Dai varkstra" of the Allahfffiftd inscription with MahMshfe. 

^ Sis identification of Airan^^palla with Eraij^ol i$ surely 
\wong. In tile AIlMilibad inscription, Aira^^^palla is mentioned 
imiiipdfatefy after the citadel of Kof(dra hill ; it is thefef<Mre on 
coast of Orissa that we must search for 
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Siddhantam plates of Devendravarraan (Ep. Ind. Vol, XII, 

I page 212) were issued to make a grant to an inhabitant of 
i Era^^apali, a town probably near Cliicacole and which is, in 
: all likelihood, the Airandapalla of the inscription of Samudra- 
; Gupta. 

/ (5) The identification of Devarashtra with Maharashtra is 
quite wrong. A set of copper-plates discovered in 1908-9 (No, 14) 
at Kasimkota in the district of Vizagapatain mentions the grant 
made by the E. Chalukya king Bhima I. of a vilkige situated in 
Elamancha ICalingaddsa which formed part of the province 
called Ddvarashp'a* “Elamanchi-Kalingadesa is perhaps to be 
“ interpreted as "ihe Kalinga-country of which Elamanchi 
“ (The modern Yellamanchil') was the chief town” (see Report 
on Epigraphy for 1908-1909 ; G.O. n. 538 ; 28 July 1909. 
Part II, No. 59, page 109). - 

'' To conclude : ^Airandappalla is situated in the Ganjam 
district and Devarashtra is in the Vizagapatain district. I think 
I have no\v proved that Sanuidra-Giipta never went to the 
western part of tlie Deccan.' 

So the AIlMiabad inscription does not at all speak of K^'ala, 
PollAchi, Palghit, Mahendragiri, Colair lake, Erandol in 
Kindesh and Maharishtra. AH tlic kingdoms mentioned in the 
inscription are situated on tlie cast coast of the Deccan. The 
expedition was solely confined to this coast. How far did Samu- 
dra-Gupta advance ? Since Vishnugopaof Kflnchi reigned on the 
banks of the Kfishnii it is probable that he met with Samudra- 
Gupta in that region.* 

(6) It has always been admitted till now that the expedition 
of Samudra-Gupta was a very glorious one. However the ins- 
cription contains a detail which indicates the contrary :iin fact^ 
it is said that Samudra-Gupta captured the kings and afterwards 
released them ; and it is confirmed by the fact that none of the 
kingdoms of the Deccan remained in the possession of the 
Guptas. It is probable that Samudra-Gupta first subjugated 
some kings, but that very soon he encountered superior forces 
and was therefore obliged to relinquish his conquests and 
return rapidly to his own state. After all those rectifications 
that we have just made, the expedition of Samudra-Gupta 
presents itself ^fore our eyes in quite another form : it is no 
more a new Alexander marching victoriously through South 
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'India ; it was simply the unfortunate attempt of a king from the 
^ North who wanted to annex the coast of Orissa but completely 
failed. About A. D. 340, Samiidra-Gupta left his capital 
Pataliputra and marched directly towards the South. First he 
conquered Southern Kosala where the king Mahendra was 
reigning in the vicinity of Sirpur and Sombalpur. He then 
crossed the forests that^arc to the south of Sonpur and found 
there the small kingdom of Mahakantara which means “the 
great forest” and where A’^yaghra-raja, “the tiger king” was 
reigning. Then he reached the coast of Orissa. Mantar&ja, king 
of Kor&ja, Mahendra of Pislitapui'a, Svamidatta of Kottura, a 
citadel on the top of a hill, and Damana of Erandapali tried to 
stop him but were captureep Samudra-Gupta now prepared to 
make new conquests when he was opposed by a confederacy of 
all the kings that reigned near the mouths of the Godavari and 
the Kj:ishn4, the most powerful of them being Vishpugopa, the 
Pallava king of Kethchi. The other kings were Xilavaja of 
Avamukta, Hastivarman of Vehgi, Ugrasena of Palakkii, Kubera 
who reigned in D6varfishtra and Dhananjaya whose capital 
w'as Kosthalapura. S;imudra-Gupta being repulsed by the kings 
of the Eastern Deccan, abandoned the conquests he had made 
in the coast of Orissa and returned home.' 

Of all the kings mentioned in the Allaliabad inscription, 
there is only one who is known in other ways; it is Vishpugopa 
of Kftnchi whose name figures in the Viyalur inscription (see 
The Pallavas” pages 20 and 23). 
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§ 3. The Palhivas from 340 to 610 A. D. 


We now propose to study the history of the kings who 
liave reigned after Vishnugopa, the adversary of Samudra-Gupta 
about 340 A. D., up to Mahendravarman I, the adversary of 
Pulake^in II. about 610 A. D. 

In chapter II of my work “Tiie Pallavas”, I have shown 
lliat the Vayalur inscription enables us to construct the follow- 


iii^ genealogy : 

KumAnivishnu 

1 


1 

Skandavarman 

1 


1 

Viravarman 

1 


1 

Skandavarman 


I 


Siihhavarman 

1 

YuvamaharAja Vishnugopa 

1 

1 

Skandavarman 

1 

1 

Sirhhavarmati 

1 

1 

Nandivarman 

1 

Vishnugopa 

1 


Siifahavarman 

I 

« 

1 

Siihhavishiau 

1 


Mahendravarman 1. 


In fact, the Oriigo^u No. 1 plates (G. O. No. 99, 29th Aug. 
1916, Part II, No. 3), Oihgo^u No. 2 (G. O. No. 99, 29th Aug. 
1916, Part II, No. 4), Pikira (Ep. hid., Vol VIII, p. 159,) 
Minga^ur (Ind. Ant., Vol. V, page 154) and ChOra (G. O. No. 
920, 4th Aug. 1914, Part II, No. 1) give us the following 
genealogj’ ; 
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Kumaravishnn 

! 

Skanclavarman 


Viravarmai) 

I 

Skandavannan 

I 

Yuvamah&raja V^ishnugopa 

I 

Simha\^irman 


Yishnngopa. 

It must be noted that the Chura plates which are dated in 
the reign of the last king give him for grandfather X'ishnugopa 
with the title of Maharaja, whereas the other documents call 
him YuvamaliarAja. This detail is of very little importance, 
for the documents sometimes give us incorrect details about 
the grandfather of a reigning sovereign. This genealogy can 
therefore be accepted with certainty. 

The copper plates of Uruvupalli (hub Ant. V^ol. V, page 
20) give us the succession ; Skandavarman, Viravarman, Skan- 
davarman, YuvamahdrAja Vishnugopa, which conforms ab- 
solutely to the one given above; but these plates are dated in 
the reign of a king named Siihhavarman whose relationship to 
the other kings is not given. The most natural supposition 
would be to take this Siihhavarman to be the elder brother of 
Yuvamaharaja Vishnugopa and consequently the son of 
Skandavarman. The Udayiendiram plates (Ep. Ind. Vol III. p, 
142) give the following genealogy : 

Skandavarman 


Sithhavarman 


Skandavarman 


Nandi varnian 

in which we find a Siihhavarman, son of a Skandavarman. One 
may therefore be tempted to believe that the Sithhavarman of 
the Udayendiram plates was the grandson of Viravarman. 
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The Vayiliir inscription (see ‘^The Pallavas"', chapter II) has 
thrown a final solution on this problem since it gives us the 
following series : 

(23) Viravarman, 

(24) Skandavarman, 

(25) Siihhavarman, 

(26) Skandavarman, 

(27) Nandivarman. 

The Velurpalaiyam plates (South Indian Inscriptions, Vol. 
II., Part V, give us a brief history of the Pallavas of Kanehi ; 
after having spoken, in verse 9, of Nandivarman, these plates say: 
“Then from the king named Simhavarman...was born the 
victorious Siihhavishnu". According to this passage it would 
appear tliaf Siihhavarman, the father of Siihhavishnu was the 
successor but not the son of Nandivarman, because we have 
here “ then'* and not “from him'* and this supposition has 
been completely confirmed by the Vayalur iiivScription which 
gives the following series : 

(29) Siihhavarman, 

(30) Vislmugopa, 

(31) Shhhavarman, 

(32) Simlmvislmn, 

(33) Mahendravarman (I). 

'I'hus it follows that Siihhavishnu was the grandson ot 
Vishnugopa of the China plates. Indeed, in the Vayalur ins- 
cription, as w<*ll as in the Chura plates, this Vishnugopa figures 
as the son and successor of a king named Siriihavarman. 

So then, in my opinion, the genealogy I have given at the 
beginning of this chapter can be considered as correct. 

We h i\v thus utilised all the documents that we have, with 
the exception only of the Chendalur plates (Ep. Ind. Vol. Vlll, 
page 233), which give the following gencalogj^ : 

Skandavarman 

I 

Kumaravishnu (1.) 

I 

Buddhavarman 

I 

Kutnaravishigiu (II.) king of K&Hchi. 

Up to this time, all the authors that have tried to connect 



this genealogy with the one that we just examined liave 
completely failed. I humbly confess that the theory I have 
propounded in my work **The Pallavas'' pages 17 and 22 is 
entirely ‘hintenable.’' 1 have supposed that these plates were a 
copy of a document dated at the beginning of the IV century. 

.1 now admit that this is not possible, for if the text of these 
plates belonged to circ. 300 A.D., it will probably be in 
Prakrit ; but the Chendalur plates are in Sanskrit and their 
phraseology clearly points to the middle of the V century, 
that is to say, circ. 450 A.D. 

Recently I made a special study of this question and these 
are the results 1 have arrived at : 

(1) There is so great a resemblance between the phraseo- 
logy of the Chendalur plates and tJiose of Uruviipalli that there 
can be no doubt that the two grants were nearly contempora- 
neous. Professor Hultzsh has remarked that whole sentences 
were common to both these documents. 

(2) From a paljcographic point of view, Professor Hultzsh 
has compared the alphabet of the Chendalur plates and those 
of Uruviipalli, Mahgalur, Pikira and has established that the 
letters *ha’* and ‘‘ka*' seemed to be more developed in the 
Chendalur document and that it must therefore be more 
modern. When I myself examined the alphabet of these four 
documents, I observed that, if the letters "ra" and ^‘ka" were in 
fact developed a little more, there were as a set-off other letters 
such as ‘^ha," **y^t'* etc, which were developed a little less and 
that all that one can say on comparing the letters individually is 
that the Chendalur document was contemporaneous with the 
other three. 

But, if, instead of comparing the letters, we compare the 
general aspect of the writings, the Chendalur plates appear 
to be a little irregular and disorderly which is a characteristic of 
the ancient documents, whereas, the plates of Uruvupalli, Man- 
galur, Pikira possess the order and regularity that belong to 
more modern writings. However, -! do not believe that, in 
general, a comparison of the alphabets can give us any very 
correct information. Not only the plates of the Pallavas but 
also those of the Gangas and the Kadambas prove that the 
alphabets differ much according to the scribes who have 
engravedithe plates; and the documents of the same reign do 
8 



not sometimes resemble one another. Lastly, I think that there 
is no need to compare the ChcndalOr plates dated from Katichi* 
puram with those of Uruvupalli dated from Palakkada, 
Mahga|ur dated from DaSanaptira, and Pikira dated from 
Mcnmatura: the towns of Palakkada, Da^napiira and Meninatiira 
were probably in (he Guptur district, that iV, far away from 
Kaflchipuram and the difference of the countries fully explains 
the difference in the alphabets. 

(3) We have said that the Chendaluf plates were svirely 
almost contemporaneous with those of Uruvupalli and we have 
also pointed out that the alph ibet of the plates does not enable 
us to say if Kumaravishnii II. of Chandaliir who reigned in 
Kaficht was the predecessor or successor of Siihhavarinan of 
Uruvupalli who probably reigned at Kanchi while his brother 
the Yuvaraahdraja Vishinugdp.i reigned over the province of 
Palakkada. Now we shall find that it is certain that Kura&ra* 
vishnu II. did not reign after Simhavarman. In fact, the 
grand-son of the latter, Nandivarman, reigned at Kdnchi 
(Udayendiram plates) and we learn from the grant of V61ur- 
p^aiyam that Nandi\'arman had for successors Siihhavarman 
and Siifahavishnu who was surely reigning at Kanchi because 
he conquered the Ch6|a kingdom; after Simhavarman, we 
cannot find a place for the dynasty of Chendalur. Besides, 
the Vayaiur inscription places the series Skandavarman-Kum4- 
ravishi>u-Buddhavarraan before the series Siihhavarman-Skan- 
davarman-Nandivarman; and the VelurpAJaiyam plates place 
Kumaravish^u and Buddhararman (mentioned in verse 8) 
before Vishnugopa and Nandiwirman (mentioned in verse 9). 

There is therefore room to think that the series of 
kings : 

Skandavarman 

I 

Kiimaravishnn (I.) 

I 

Huddhavanuan 

I 

Kum^vishpu (11.) 

(the donor of the Chendalur plates) 
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have reigned at Kanchi l^efore the series : 

Siihhavannan 

(tnentioiied in the I’riivupalli plates) 

1 

SkaiuUivannan 

I 

Nandivarman, 

and owing lo the resemblance between the Chendaliir and 
Uruvupalli plates, Kuinaravishnu II would have been the 
immediate predecessor of Sirhhavarman at Kanchi. 

At the end of 1915, Mr, C. H, Krishnamachari, Telugu 
Assistant in the Epigraphica! Office of Madras, has made a 
discovery which I consider to be of very great importance for 
the liistory (^f the Pallavas, I mean the discovery of the Oriigodu 
No. 1 plates (Report on Epigraphy, G.O. No. 99, 29th Aug. 1916; 
Part. II., page 113) which gives us the following genealogy : 

Kumaravishnu 

I 

Skandavarman 

I 

Virararmain 

I 

Skandavarman, 

Wc must note, first of all, that the last of these kings did 
not probably reign at Kanchi since the document is dated from 
TAihbr4pa. Who then reigned at K&nchi when Skandavarman 
reigned in the Guntur district ? As this Skandavarman is the 
father of Siihhavarman and the Yuvamaharaja Vishnugopa of 
the Uruvupalli plates, we may suppose that the king who 
reigned at the time of Viravarman and Skandavarman of Oih* 
g64u No. I was Kumaravishnu II of Chendalur. 

But there is something more : the Oxhgo^u No. 1 plates 
mention a king called Kum&ravishnu, a name which we find 
mentioned twice in the Chendalfir genealogy; but since 
KumAravishnu II. probably reigned at the time of Vira- 
varman and his son Skanda, it is Kum&ravishnu I. who can 
be identified with the one of Oihgo^u No. 1. 

So we obtain (he following genealogy which agrees with 
;ill the documents that we possess ; 
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Skandavariiiun (350*375 A. D.) 


Kiim&ravishnu 1. (375*400 A. D.) 

i 


1 

Buddhavarman 

1 

1 

Skandavarman (400*425 A. D.) 

1 

1 

Kum^ravishnii II. 

1 

Viravarman (425*450 A. D.) 

(King of K&nchi) 

1 

Skandavarman (450-475 A. D.) 

1 

1 

Simhavanniin 

1 

Y. Vishnugopa (475-500 A. D.) 

(King of Kanchi) 

1 

(Governor of Palakkada.) 

1 

1 

Skanclavariiiaii 

1 

1 

Siihhavarman (500-525 A. D.) 

1 

1 

Nandi varman 

1 

Vislmngopavarman (525-550 A. D.) 

(King of Kanchi) 

(King of Palakkada) 

1 

Sithhavarman (550-575 A. D.) 

1 

Simhavish^u (575-600 A. D.) 
(King of K&nchi) 

1 

Mahcndravarm<an I. (600-625 A. D.) 


It is to be observed that in the 6mg6<}u No. 1 plates the 
name of Viravarman is not preceded by any title. It is therefore 
probable that he did not reign but died young : so that 
Kumflravishnu II of Kanchi was the contemporary of Skanda- 
varman of Taihbrapa and the immediate predecessor, at K&nchi, 
of Sithhavarman. 

In the chronology given above, we have admitted that 
Mahendravarman I. ascended the throne about 600 A. D. and 
we have allowed for each generation an average of 25 years. 

It is probable that the first of these kings, Skandavarman 
(350-375), was the son and successor of Vish^ugopa of K&Schi 
who reigned there from 325 to 350 at the time of SamUdra- 
Gupta. 

It is more easy for us to construct the genealogy of these 
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kings tlian to compile their history, because tlic copper-plates 
give us always the names of the great-grandfather, (lie grand- 
father and the father of the donor, but these names are tiot 
followed by any historical details. They have words of praise 
added to them which are purely conventional and are 
applied indiscriminately in a haphazard manner to any king. 

✓ The only thing we know is that from 400 A.D. to 550 A.D. 
the empire remained alwiys divided into two kingdoms : 
Ton^aiman^alam in the south with Kahchi for its capital and 
the present districts of Guntur and Nellorc in the north with 
T&mbrapa, Palakkada, Menmatura and Dasanai)ura for 
capitals. * 

We can also have some additional information when we 
proceed to study the Gahgas and the Kadambas. 

From the time of Siihliavishnu the history of the Pallavas 
becomes clear. I think it is useless to repeat here wliat 1 have 
said in my book “The Pallavas,” page 36 j 1 shall be content 
with saying here again that Simhavish^u vanquished the Malaya, 
Ka|abhra, Malava, Chula, Pd^^ya and Sithhaia king and the 
Keralas, conquered the Chola kingdom and took possession of 
the banks of the Kiveri ; that Mahendra was pursued by 
Pulake^in II. up to the banks of the Kaveri, that he succeeded in 
defeating his adversary at the battle of Pullalur and preserved 
the country of Kaiichi ; but he lost the districts of Gu^ilur and 
Nellore which remained in the hands of the Chalukyas. 

Concerning the Pallava civilisation at the time of Mahen- 
dravarman I,, I request the reader to refer to the following 
works ; 

Concerning ArchiUctnre : “Mahendravarman inscription at 
Conjeeverara,” Pondicherry 1919. 

Concerning Sculpture : “Pallava Antiquities” Vol. I. Chap- 
ter II, 

Concerning Drama : “The Mattavil&saprahasana;” Trivan- 
dram Sanskrit Series No. L V. 

Concerning Poesy and Music : “The Pallavas" page 39. 

Conemting Painting and Danca: “My forthcoming paper 
entitled “Pallava painting,” concerning the fresco- 
paintings at ^itta 9 t;|tav&&il. 



-70- 

GENEALOGY OF THE PALLAVAS 


“Bappa-deva’ (225-250) 

I 

Skandavarmati (250-275) 

I 

Biiddhavannan (275-300) 

[Buddhyan]kiira (300-325). 
I 

Vish^ugopa (325-350) 

Skandavarman (350-375) 

1 

Kumaravislmu I (375-400) 


Buddliavarman (400-425) 

Skandavarman 

1 

1 

IvuiliAravishiui 11 (425-450) 

1 

V’iravarman 

1 

Skandavarman (450*475) 

1 

1 . 1 

Siihliavaniiaa (475-500) Yuvamali&raja Vislinugopa 

Skandavarman (500-525) 

Nandivarman I (525-550) 

\ 

Siihhavarman 

1 

1 

Vislinugopa 

Siihhavarman (550-575) 

1 

1 

Sithliavish^u (575-600) 

1 

^ 1 

Bliimavarman 

1 

1 

Mahcndrivarman I (600-630) 

1 

Biiddhavannan 

1 

1 

Narasiriihavarman I (630-668) 

A ^ 1 

Adilyavarman 

1 

Mahendravarman II (668-670) 

1 

Govindavarman 

1 

1 

Parame^varavarman I (670-690) 

1 

1 

Hiranyavarman 

Narasiriihavarman II (690-715) 

1 

Nandivarman II (717-779) 

i 1 

Paramfe^varavarman II (715-717) Dantivarman (779-830) 

1 

Nandivarman III (830-854) 


NfipatuAga (854-880) 
AparAjita (880-900) 




CHAPTER IV. 


THE DYNASTIES OF CENTRAL DECCAN. 

The VSkatakas. 


Till now, no one has thouf<ht of classing the Vakatakas 
among the dynasties of Deccan; it was believed that it was 
a dynasty that had to be studied with the dynasties of the North. 
An example of this error is given by Kielhorn who classes the 
Vak&taka inscriptions (nos. 618 to 624) under the rubric 
“Inscriptions of Northern India”. 

Now then, I wish to make the following declaration : 
when trying to compile the ancient history of tlic Deccan, 1 
have come to the conclusion that the Vakatakas must be classed 
among the dynasties of the Deccan; and what is more, I can 
affirm that, of all the dynasties of the Deccan that have reigned 
from the III to lie VI century, the most glorious, the most 
important, the one that must be given the place of honour, the 
one that has excelled all others, the one that has hatl the grea- 
test influence on the civilisation of the whole of the Deccan, is 
unquestionably the illustrious dynasty of the Vakatakas. 

The undermentioned docunients: Chammak (Gupta Inscri- 
ptions, No. 55, p. 235), Siwani (Gup'a Inscriptions, No. 56 p. 
243), Dudia (Ep. Ind., Vol III, p. 258), Balaghat (Ep. Ind., 
Vol. IX, p. 268), Professor K. B. Pathak’s plates (Ind, Ant., 
Vol. XLI, 1912, p. 215), two inscriptions at Aja^ta (A. S. W. 1. 
IV, 53, 124 and 129), aiid the inscription in the Ghatotkaeba 
eave at Guwara (A. S.W. I., vol IX, pp. 64 and 138) give us 
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the following genealogj’ : 

Vindyasakti 

I 

Pravaiasena I. 

1 

Gaiitamipiitra 

I 

Rudrasena I. 

I 

'' Prithivishe*na I. 

I 

Rudrasena 11. 

I 

Pravarasena II. 


) " "I 

a son Narendrasena 

I I 

Devasena Pirithivishena II. 

I 

Harishe^a 

The firet Mahdr&ja, Pravarasena I. was the son of 

Vindyafokti, “tlie banner of the VAkAtaka race” mentioned in 
the Ajanta (A. S. W. I,, IV, p. 124) inscription without any 
royal title. Pravarasena I, performed sacrifices, especially 
A^v^medha. Gautamiputra, who died probably before his 
father, as is seen by his never being a Maliarfija, married the 
daughter of Bhavanaga, king of the Bhiraifivas, “who were 
besprinkled on the forehead with the pure water of Bh&giratht 
(the Ganga)”. It is probable that Bhavan&ga who reigned near 
the Ganges belonged to the family of the Ndgas of Padm&vati. 

We know nothing about Rudrasena I. His son Prithivis- 
hepa reigned for a long time. Mr. Vincent A. Smith attributes 
an inscription (Gupta Inscriptions, No. 53 and 54, page 233) 
at N4chnA to this king; but when writing, Mr. Vicent A. Smith 
. has not taken into account the BAlAghat plates which show 
that there was a second PrithivishA^a. Is the NachnA stone 
dated in the time of P|*ithivish^na I. or PpithivishS^a II ? 
Judging from the form.of.the letters I would attribute it rather 
to the second ; the small circle at the head of the letters seems 
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to point rather to the V than to the IV century [for the Histor)'. 
of the Vakdtakas by Mr. Vincent A. Smith, see J. R. A. S. ; 
April 1914, page 317]. 

The 8th verse of the Ajanta inscription says that Ppithivi- ■ 
shfe^ia I. vanquished the king of Kuntala, i. e, the Kadamba 
king. 

The passage that follows it is so badly damaged that we 
can read nothing therein. The name of Rudrasena II. is not 
visible; but it is not probable it has been omitted. In fact, this 
prince had the honour of marrying Prabhavati, daughter of 
Chandra-Gupta 11. the illustrious emperor of the Gupta dynas- 
ty. Mr. Vincent A. Smith ( J. R. A. S. ; 1914, p. 326 ) thinks 
that this marriage took place about 395 A. D. and we shall 
admit this date. It was at this time that Chandra-Gupta II. 
took possession of the kingdom of tlie Western Satrapas, 
and it is certain that the V4k4taka empire adjoined that of 
the Western Satrapas ; and the conclusion of Mr. Vincent 
A. Smith, which is very important for the chronology of the 
dynasty, is probably the right one. 

Professor K. B. Piithak’s plates (Ind. Ant., 1912, page 
215) is a grant of land issued by Queen Prabhdvati, widow of 
Rudrasfena II, during the minority of her son the Yuvaraja 
Divak^rasena. It seems therefore th;it Rudrasena II. died shortly 
after his marriage and that about the year 400 A. D. the queen 
Prabhavati, the glorious daughter of the Gupta emperor was the 
regent of the Vakataka kingdom. We have said that Prithivis- 
•hd^ia 1. vanquished the king of Kuntala; and Kuntala is the 
empire of the Kadambas : the town of Halsi, in Be^um 
district, which was at one time called Palalika (Halasige) was 
originally in the Kuntab kingdom (Ep. Ind. Vol XIII., p. 299; 
Kadamba inscription, verses 58-62). The Vakfltakas were the 
^ neigbours of the Kadambas and the Vakataka kingdom extended 
i up to the modern town of Kurnool on the banks of the 
• Krishna. We know that the famous temple of Srilailam or 
^ri-Parvata is in the Kurnool district; and a "story, as related 
" in the Sthala M&hdtmya of the place, siys that the princess 
“ Chandravati, a daughter of the Gupta king Chandragupta 
" conceived a passion for the God on the Srifoila hill and 
" began offering every day a garland of jasamine (mallikA) 
" flowers to jiim" (Report on Epigraphy for 1914-1915-G. O. 
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No, 1260, 25th Aug. 1915, Part II, No- l3, page 91). This 
information is very precious as throwing light on the origin of 
the dynasty of the Vislinukun(Jins that we shall study further. 
In fact, we shall see that this dynasty had for its tutelary deity, 
the God of ^ri-Parvata; and that the first king of this dynasty, 
MAdhavavarman married a Vi>hnukiindin princess. I think 
there can be no doubt that this princess was the daughter or the 
grand daughter of queen PrAbhAvati or Chandravati who was 
the daughter of the Gupta emperor, wife of Rudrasena II. 
mother of Pravarasena II. and a votary of the God of Sri- 
Parvata. It is probably during the reign of Pravarasena II. 
that the Vdkatakas who reigned over almost the whole of the 
modern State of Hayderabad, succeeded in founding the 
dynasty of the Vishnukundins by placing on the throne of 
V6ngi, Madhavavarman I who was the husband of a VAkAtaka 
princess and an adorer of the God of Sri-Parvata. 

We do not know if the YuvarAja Divakarasena ascended 
the throne. We only know for certain that a son of Rudrasena 
II. reigned under the name Pravarasena II. The poet Bana in 
his introduction to Harshacharita mentions, among the most 
famous poets that had preceeded him, PravarasAna who was 
the author of a work called Sfitukavya. The capital of Prava- 
rasfina was called Pravarapura and was probably founded by 
that king. It is certain that PravarasAna II. reigned in the 
south of Jabalpur (Jubbulpore) in the country in which we 
now find the towns of Seuni (Seoni) and Elichpur ( flichpur ). 
The Narbada separated his kingdom from that of the Guptas. 
Chammak (CharmAnka) is situated on the banks of MahAnadi 
Gupta Insc., page 241). We have said that the VAkatka 
empire extended further south. In 450 A. D. the VAkAtaka 
empire had the following boundaries : in the north it 
was separated by the Narbada from the kingdom of Ujjain 
where reigned the illustrious emperor KumAra-Gupta I. In the 
east was the vassal state of Raypur of which we shall speak 
further : the king Maha-Sudeva had Sarabhapura for his capital. 
In the south-east was situated the kingdom of the Vishnu- 
<^ver which MAdhavavarman I was reigning at 
VAfigi. In the south west, the river BhimA separated the 
VAkAtakas empire from that of the Kadambas whose king 
Santivarman was the master of the entire KarininAta region"; 
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one of his capitals was Paldsik4 ( Halsi in Belgaum). In 
the west the Traikutas occupiedithe coast province of Aparanta. 
Thus the Vakatakas reigned over on empire that occupied a 
very central position and it is through this dynasty that the 
high civilisation of the Gupta empire and the Sanskfit culture 
in particular spread throughout the Deccan. Between 400 
A. D. and 500 A. D. the Vakatakas occupied a predominant 
position and we may say that *‘In the Imiory of the Deccan the 
V century is the century of the Vakatakas" . 

The alphabet of the plates of this dynasty is very peculiar : 
it is “box-headed". We shall have occasion to revert to this 
subject when speaking of the Kadambas. 

According to the Ajan^ft inscription, the son of Pravara* 
s6na II, whose name has been lost, must have ascended the 
throne when he was 8 years old (Arch. Surv. West. Ind., Vol. 
IV., page 125) It is probable that this prince was dethroned by 
his younger brother Nslrendrasfina. In fact, the B&laghat 
plates say that Narfindras^na “appropriated or took away the 
family's fortune." Nardndrasena was married to AjjhitabhaJtA- 
rika, daughter of the king of Kuntaja. This marriage took 
place probably about 445 A. D. We have admitted that Rndra- 
s^na II married the daughter of Chandra-Gupta II about 395 
A. D. It is probable that the marriage of the grandson took 
place about 50 years after ; we shall see later on that this king 
of Kuntaja was probably the Kadamba Kakusthavarman. The 
B&litghat plates say about Narendrasena that “his commands 
were honoured by the lords of Kosala, Mekala and Malava, 
and he held in check enemies bowed down by his prowess" 
This latter event took place after 467 A. D. It is impossible 
that Narendrasena should be able to give orders to the Malava 
king before this date : in fact, from 455 to 467 A. D., the king 
of Ujjain was the illustrious Skanda-Gupta Vikramaditya 
(Mr. Panna Lall in “The dates of Skanda-Gupta and bis suc- 
cessors," Hindustan Review, Jan. 1918, argues that the reign 
of Skanda-Gupta ended about A. D. 467. See also, “Annals 
of the Bhandarkar institute 1918-19, Vol. I, Part I, page 69). 
From 484 to 4^ A. D. the country situated between the 
Ja:mn& and the Narmada was under the orders of Budha-Gupta. 

Pritbivish^^a II, son of Nardndrasina, was reigning at 
the time when the B&Ughkt plates were enfi^raved. 



It is impossible to know if Devas6na*reif{ned at the same 
time as Pjrithivisliena II or after ; it was probably at the end of 
*the V century. The minister of Devasena was Hastibhoja who 
probably dug the Ghatotkacha cave at Gulwara, eleven miles 
W. of Ajanta. 

Harishena, son of Devasena reigned probably about 500 to 
530 A, D. It is probable that this king made conquests in all 
directions, since the Ajanta inscription mentions Kuntala 
(the Kadamba kingdom) Avanti (Malwa), Kalinga, Kosala^ 
Trikuta, Lata and Andhra. These events probably took place 
from 500 to 515 A. D. In fact it is about 500 A. D. that 
Ravivarman killed Sri-Vishnuvannan, who was reigning at 
Pala^ika ; Harivarman might have contributed to the struggle 
against the king of Kuntala. In the VI century we have not a 
single document of the Traikutas. It is therefore probable that 
they were destroyed by Harishena at the begniming of this 
century. It is also probable that it was at the beginning of the 
VI century that Indra of Kalinga fought with Indra the 
Vishnukundin ; and possibly Harishena had to interfere in the 
affairs of the Kalinga and the Andhra (between the Godavari 
and the Kjrishna), Again, an inscription of Eran (Gupta Insc., 
p.93), dated 510-511 mentions a fight in which Bhanu-Gupta 
was allied with the king of Sarabha i.e, the king of Kosala. It 
is perhaps at this time that Harishfina fought with the kings of 
Avanti (Majwa) and Mfikala (the Narbada). 

It is probable that the Vakataka dynasty was replaced, in 
the middle of the VI century, by that of the Kalachuris who 
] held possession of all the country between Nasik and Ujjain in 
1 the second half of the VI century. 



§ 2. The kings of Sarabhapui a. 


The seal of the Khariar plales (Ep. Iiid. Vol, IX, page 
171) bears the following genealogy : 

Prasanna 

I 

Manamatra 

' I 

Maha Sudeva 

Dr. Von Konow in editing these plates, has observed that 
the word Manamatra was synonymous with Manahka, the words 
Matra and Anka meaning “ornament,” and the UrwJiv&Jika 
plates give us the following genealogy (Ep, Ind. Vol. VI 11, p. 163 
and Ind. Ant. Vol, XXX): 

Manahka 

I 

Devaraja 

I 

Bhavisliy.'i 

I 

Abhimanyii. 

The king Dhvaraja had many sons of whom Bhavishya was one. 
Abhimanyu resided at Manapuram ( Mana-town) which is 
identified with Miinpur (lat. 23°46’ ; long. 81®!!' E ; see 
Gupta Inscriptions, page 136) near Bandhogarh in Rewa. The 
Ui.i4ivatika plates were issued to make a grant to the temple of 
[ Petha]- Pahgaraka which has been identified with Pagara 
near Pachmarhi (Sohagpur Tahdil ; Hoshangabad Dist ; 
Central Provinces). The king Manahka is described as being 
“the ornament of the Rashtrakujas.” We have thus the two 
following series ; 



( Khariar plates) 
MaiiHm&tra 
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(Undivdtika plates) 
Mananka 


Mahd. Sudeva D£var&ja 

Three documents, the Khariar (Ep. Ind., Vol. IX; page 170) 
Raipur (Gupta Inscriptions, page 196) and S&rangarh (Ep. Ind., 
Vol IX, page 281) copper plates, speak of king Sudeva (Mah&- 
Sud6va-rftja) who had Sarabhapura for Iiis capital ; this town 
cannot be' identified ; however, it is probable that this king 
reigned in the neighbourhood of the modern town of Raypur 
which is situated to the south of the Mahanadi and near its 
source. This kingdom was therefore situated between Kalinga 
ill the east and the kingdom of the V&k&takas in the west. It 
is also very probable that the kings of Sarabhapura were the 
vassals of the V&katakas. 

It is also from Sarabhapura that were issued the Arang 
plates (Gupta Inscriptions, page 191) which speak of the king 
Jaya (Jayarija). This king was almost the contemporary of 
Sudeva, since the alphabets resemble each other. However it 
is impossible to know the relationship that existed between these 
two princes. 

The alphabet of the plates issued from Sarabhapura has 
a peculiar characteristic ; it is box-headed as in the Siwani 
plates (Gupta Inscriptions, page 243) which are dated in the 
reign of Pravaras^na II. 

1 believe we can place the two kings Sudeva and Jaya 
approximately in the second half of the V century. 

It is possible that their kingdom was the Southern Kosala. 

An inscription of Eran (Gupta Inscriptions, page 93) 
gives us the following genealogy ; 

....raja 

I 

M4dhava 

who married the daughter of the king of Sarabha, 

1 

Goparaja 

who was the ally of Bhanu*Gupta and was killed a little before 
the year 510*511 A. D. 

To sum up, we know very little about this dynasty. 
However, we may suppose — it is only a hypothesis— that the 
genealojty was as follows : 
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Prasanrra 

(of the Rashtrakfita family) 

i 

Manamatra 
(king of Manapura) 

I 

S«-deva»rija 


Jayaraja Bhavishya 

(king of Sarabha) | 

Abhimanyn 
( king of Manapura) 

Jayar&ja was perhaps the son of Sudeva, as the Un^ivfltika 
plates say that DSvar&ja had many sons and it therefore appears 
that Bhavishya was not the eldest. 



CHAPTER V. 


THE DYNASTIES OF WESTERN DECCAN, 
§1. TheAbInras. 


At the end of the II century and the first half of the 
III century the Abhiras were powerful in Gujardt and Kfithift- 
war. An inscription ( Ind. Ant. Vol X., page 157) of the 
Western Kshatrapas dated 181 A.D. (S. 103) is a donation by 
general ( senapati ) Rudrabhuti, who was an Abhira and the 
son of general Bahaka. In Malwa, in Gujarat and in K&thiawar 
have been found silver coins of a king named I^varadatta. 
Mr. Rapson (pageCXXXVI ) says ; “there can be little doubt 
then that I^varadatta reigned some time between A. D. 236 
and A. D. 239.” Besides, it seems that the power of the 
Western Kshatrapas began to decline at this epoch : “Already 
in this reign ( of Vijayasena ) appear the first symptoms of a 
decline about the year 167 or 168 ( A. D.245-246 ) ” ( Rapson, 
page 137). At N4sik (Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII., page 88) there 
is an inscription (No. 1137 of Liiders's list) dated in the 
9th year of M^hariputra Isvarasdna, an Abhira, son of 
^ivadatta. The latter is not mentioned as being a king. It would 
therefore appear that Isvaras6na founded the Abhira dynasty. 

Is this Abhira named I^varas^na the same as the king 
Uvaradatta of the coins, who, towards the middle of the III 
century founded the Abhira dynasty and carved out for him-* 
self a kingdom extending over Kathiawar and the N&sih 
region ? 
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§ 3, The Trnikutas, 


This dynasty (see Rapson, sections 42, 132, 134) reigned 
on the coast north of Bombay. 

They have found (J. B. B. R. A. S., 1914, Vol. XXIII., 
pages 1 to 7 ) some coins that mention a certain king named 
Indradatta and his son Dahragana, some other coins that 
mention a king called Indradatta and his son Daharasena and 
a few others that mention Dahragana and his son Vyiighragana. 

The Pardi plates ( J. B. B. R.* A. S., Vol XVI, Art. XIX ; 
page 346 ) are dated in the reign of Dahrasena and in the 
207th year of the era used by the Traikutas. 

The Surat plates ( Ep. Ind., Vol XI, page 219) are dated 
in the reign of V}^aghras6na in the year 241 and the plates 
discovered at Kanhdri by Mr. Bird are dated in the year 245. 

It is admitted that the era used by the Traikutas is noth- 
ing but the Kalachuri or Chedi era which begins on the 5th 
September 248 A.D. ( Ep. Ind., Vol IX, page 129). So 
Dahrasena reigned in 455-6 A.D ; Vyaghrasena in 489-90 aiul 
the Kanheri plates are dated in the year 493-494 A.D. It is 
quite possible that this era was not founded by the Traikutas ;■ 
it was perhaps founded by the Abhiras. 

A close examination of these documents enables us to 
admit that the kings whose name ends in “gana*' may be 
identified with those whose name ends in “ s6na 

Thus we have the following genealogy : 

Indradatta 

I • 

Dahrasena ( who reigned in 455 A.D.) 

I 

' Vyaghrasena (who reigned in 490 A.D.) 

The TraikO^a is mentioned by Kalidisa. ■ i 

The V4kfttaka Harishe^a conquered it. 

The Pardi plates have been issued from the town of 
Amrakft and the Surat plates from Ai^uddhapura. 

10 



§ 4. The Kalachuris, 


The Abliona plates (Kp. Ind. Vol VI., paj^je 294) and 
Sarsavni plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. VI., page 295) give ns the 
following genealogy : 

KrisImaiUja 

r 

^athkaragana (who reigned in 595 A.D.) 

I 

Buddharaja (who reigned in 610 A.D.) 

These kings use the special era we have already spoken of. 

We have a coin of Kpishnaraja ( Prog. Rep. Arch. Surv. 
West. Ind. for 1914-15, page 60). 

It seems that the reign of Saihkaragana was glorious : the 
Abhona plates tell us that he had his capital at Ujjain and 
reigned over the N^ik regions which denotes a vast empire. 

The chief Nirihullaka reigned in the lower Narbada valley 
about 580 A. D., and was a feudatory (Sankhi^a grant; Ep. 
Ind., Vol. II., page 22) of Saihkaragana. Nirihullaka was 
perhaps a descendant of Saihgamasirhha who was king of 
Barakuchchha in 292 i. e. 530-531 A. D. (Sunao-Kala plates). 

Buddharaja probably mei^with great reverses : before the 
year A.D. 601 ( B&ddmi inscription ) the king Ma];;tgal6^a of the 
Chajukya dynasty vanquished him. In 609 A.D. he reigned 
at VidiSa ( Besnagar, near Bhilsft, Vadner plates ). In 610 
A.D. ( Sarsavni plates ) he reigned at Anandapura ( Anand in 
Kaira dist.; Ep. Ind., Vol. VI., page 297 ) and gave orders 
about the Barukachcha-vishaya. 

We know (Aihole inscription) that Pulak6^in II van- 
quished Lata, Gujarat and Malwa. 



CHAPTER VI. 


« 

niE DYNASTIES OK EASTERN DECC.^N. 


§ 1. — Tlie Ikshvakiis. 


^Tiiree insciiptions (Ind, Ant., Vol XI, page 256) lound 
(“Amar4vati and Jagayyapeta Stupa", Arch. Surv. Southern India, 
page 110) on the ruins of the stupa at Jagayyapeta (Nandigama 
Taiuk, Krishna district) give the name of a king called Ma^hari- 
putra ^ri Vira Purushadatta (Purisadata) of the Ikshvakus 
Okhftkus) and are in an alphabet which seems to point to the 
III century of the Christan era.' 

What became of this dynasty later on, it is impossible to 
say. However|/there exists a stone in Gu^d^ppa dry land at 
A^aji in the Dftvaijagere taluq of Mysore (Ep. Cam., Vol. XI, 
Dg, No. 161) which mentions “the family of the Kekayas, who 
made intei marriages with the Ikshvakus.”, 



§ 2. The Brihatphala 3 'anas. 


^The Koncjamudi plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. VI., p, 315) are 
dated in the 10th year of king Jayavarman, of the Bphatphali- 
yanas, who reigned at Kudura. The alphabet of these plates is 
extremely archaic; they are in prflkrit; besides, "the language 
and phraseology of the inscription are so similar to the Nasik 
inscriptions of Gautamiputra Satakarni and of VAsishthiputra 
Pujumayi, that Jayavarumn's date cannot have been very distant 
from that of those two Andhra kings" (Ep. Ind Vol. VII, No. 
31, page 315).' It must however be noted that the legend on 
the seal is in Sanskrit. 'It is therefore certain that Jayavarman 
reigned immediately after the S^tavahanas.* 

The Ko^cjamudi plates record the grant of the village of 
P&i^tura in Kudurahai'a which is the province, as we know, of 
which Kudura was the capital. Where were this province and 
especially this town of Kudura situated ?yKon<jlamudi, where the 
plates have been found, is situated in the Tenali taluq which is 
not far from the mouth of the Krishna. The town of Kudura 
is found mentioned in an inscription at AmaraTOti (No. 1295 
of Liiders’s list). The country of Kuduhara or Kudrahara is 
mentioned in the plates of Nandi varman of the Salahkiyana 
dynasty,’ These plates were issued from V -^ngi and have been 
found near the Kolleru lake (Ind. Ant., Vol V, 1876, page 175. 
See also Burnell, "South Indian Palaegraphy, 2® Ed. page 135.) 
The country called Kudrahara or Gu^rahara is referred to in 
many documents (see in particular : Ind. Ant., Vol XIII, page; 
138, line 17; Ind. Ant., Vol VII, page 191, line 12, and the 
Rep^ub^U copper-plate. Rep. on Epigraphy for 1914-1915, 
.G. O. No. 1260, Public, 25th Aug. 1915, page 8, copper-plate 
No. 2 of 1915) The geographical indications given by these 
documents [see also : Ind. Ant., tVol Vlll, page 76; S. 1. 1. 
Vol I, page 47; and inscriptions Nos 539 and 544 of 1893) 



^show tliat Kudurahara or Gu^rahara is tlic country adjoining 
the modern town of Masulipatani (Bandar,) ‘ 

/Besides, there have been found at Masulipatani (Bandar 
Taluk) four sets of copper-plates that give information about 
this country : » 

(1) The grant of Amnia 11. (S. 1. 1., Vol 1., page 47) 
containing an order to the people living in Gudravslra-vishaya. 

(2) The plates of Vijay&ditya III. (Ind. Ant., Vol. XX, 
page 103, and Ep. Ind., Vol. V., page 122) granting the village 
of Trancjapflru situated in the Gu4rarara-vishaya. 

(3) The plates of Bhima II. (Ind. Ant., Vol. XX,, page 270, 
and Ep. In<4., Vol. V., page 135) granting a field in Gudravflra- 
vishaya. 

(4) The plates of Amma II. (Ind. Ant., Vol. VTII, page 74 ; 
and Vol. XX, p. 271 ; Ep. Ind., Vol. V., page 139) grantifig 
land. The last document is interesting as it shows the precise 
position of the land : it was situated beside the village of 
PSmbariru in the Gu4rav4ra-vishaya and near GhappiSala ; 
again this grant of land was made to a chief “for having 
improved the town of Gudr&v4ra” ; we know that tlhanta^ftlii, 
which was situated in Gudravara-vishaya is a village in the 
Divi taluq situated at a distance of 10 miles from Masulipatam 
(Bandar) and 6 miles from the village of Kuduru. 

/We shall therefore conclude that the town of Kudura, 
which was the capital of Jayavarman in the 111 century of the 
Christian era, is but the modern village which is 4 miles 
west-north-west of Masulipatam and 6 miles from the village 
of Gan^has&la and is mentioned under the name of Kuduru 
(Z) in the list of villages of Bandar (Masulipatam) taluq (see 
“List of villages of the Madras Presidency,” 1914, page 150). 
The village named P4n{ura in the Kon^amudi plates, is perhaps 
: Panduru, a village in the Bandar (Masulipatam) taluq.* 

It so happens that the result we have arrived at is found to 
be of immense importance not only for the aticient history of 
the Deccan but also of Indo-China. 

We know that the civilisation of Indo-China is of Indian 
origin and a study of the Indo-Chinese documents has proved 
that the civili^tion of Indo-China came almost exclusively from 
the Deccan./ The Indo-Chinese inscriptions are dated in the 
.0aka era and their alphabets very closely resemble those of t|ie 



— 86 — 


inscriptions in tlie Deccan. Such an inscription of Cambodia 
(see, “Journal Asiatique” Vile serie, Tome XX., No. 2, Aout- 
Septembre 1 882) dated in the Saka year 589 “ essentially agrees 
with those of the first Chalukyas from the sixth to the eight 
centurj’.” The alphabet of the most ancient inscriptions found 
in Annara fully resembles, as has been remarked by M. Abel 
Bergaine (Journal Asiatique, Janvier 1888, page 15) the alpha- 
bets of the inscriptions of the kings of Vengi, the Pallavas and 
the first Kadambas. Again, certain inscriptions (for example 
Nos 415 and 415 bis, XXI of the collection mentioned by- 
Mr. Bergaine) arc characterised by a peculiarity which is called 
the “ box-headed” alphabet and M. Bergaine observes that 
“the relations between the Champa kingdom and those of 
Southern India were so frequent that the alphabet changed 
there in the same manner. We shall even see that a simple 
ornamental appendage, a deeply cut siiuare at the head of the 
letters which, in India proper, seems to have been in fashion 
during almost the whole of the century' finds its way into 
our XXI inscription. 

It must first be noted that this influence existed in the II 
century of the Christian era : 

(1) The inscription of Mura-raja or Sri Mara, king of the 
Champas, which is found near the village of Vo-can, in the 
Nhatrang valley in the province of Khah-Hoo (Journal Asitique, 
Janv.-Fevrier 1891, page 17) in Annam, is written in Sanskrit 
and in an alphabet that is identical with that of {the inscription 
of Rudradaman at Girnar. 

(2) Ptolemy gives the names of the towns situated on 
the coast of Annam that were not simply Indian but were also 
Sanskrit (Journal Asiatique-Rapport Annuel; Juillet-Aout 1888, 
page 70). 

/We thus arrive at the following very important conclusion : 
“ The Indo-Chinese civilisation did not come from every place 
in India, but, from a port of the Deccan whence the travellers 
embarked for Indo-China”.-' 

''Where was this port situated ? That is the important pro- 
blem we are now going to solve. This port was existing at the time 
of Ptolemy, and is found mentioned by this geographer* In 
fact, this is how Ptolemy describes the east coast of the Deccan* 
(see Ind. Ant., Vol. XIII., page 332) : “Mouth of the .river 



Khaberos— Khaberis^SHboiiras — Podoul^e — Mdaii^c— Mouth 
of the river Tyna — Kottis — Manarpha — Mouth of the river 
Maisoliis — Kontakossyla, a mart — Koddura — Allosygnd — The 
point of departure for ships bound for Khrys6 — Paloura — 
Naingaina — Katikardama-— Kannagara — Mouth of the river 
Madana"/ 

e see that, in the II century, Ptoleinv has said that the 
ships that wanted to go to the country of gold (Khryse) i. e. the 
Indo-Cliinese peninsula (Burma, Malacca, Cambodia, Annam) 
started from a fixed point (locus unde solvunt in Chrysen 
navigantes). Till now there was complete uncertainty in regard 
to the geographical position of tliis port. There was no doubt 
at all that “ KhabAris-emporium" designated the town of 
Kav'ripatnam ; in fact, Ptolemy has mentioned above the 
‘'mouth of the river Khabcros*' which is uudoubtedly the 
KavAri. But between this town arrd the Ganges not a single 
place mentioned by Ptolemy could be identified with some 
ajnount of certainty. Many authors have put forth hypotheses 
but without any great success. Colonel Yule thought that the 
river Maisolus was no other than the Krishna, because not far 
from its mouth there is the modern town of Masulipatam ; but 
this reason was not very convincing. In the theory of Colonel 
Yule the town that Ptolemy calls Koddura was identified with 
Guduru, near Masulipatam. This identification was regarded 
with the greatest scepticism, for they replied to Colonel Yule 
that : 

(1) The word Koddura does not fully resemble the word 
Guduru. 

(2) There is nothing to prove that the village of Gfiduru 
existed at the time of Ptolemy and has preserved tlie same name 
for 18 centuries. 

It is no more the same thing to-day. In compiling the 
ancient history of the Deccan and in studying the Kondamudi 
plates, we have made the following important discoveries : 
(1) That the modern town named Guduru by Colonel Yule 
was once called Kudura (2) that Kuddra existed at the time of 
Ptolemy, So we can now think of identifynig the Koddura of 
Ptolemy with the Kudura of Ko^^^^mudi plates.* 

Our knowledge of ancient Deccan enables us to make an- 
other new identification. Between GA^firu and the mouth of the 



KjrishnA, there is the town of Ghantasala, where Mr. Alexandre 
Rea (South Indian Bouddhist Antiquities — Madras 1894, page 
32) has discovered the remains of a Stupa which date from the 
beginning of the Christian era ; so, GhaQtas&la existed at the 
time of Ptolemy ; and exactly at the required spot, on the sea 
side, between Koddura and llic month of the river, Ptolemy 
places the mart of Kontakossyla.' 

^\Ve have thus solved an important problem, we have been 
able to identify certain places named by Ptolemy in a part of 
the Deccan coast ; and the place whence ships departed for 
Indo-China is found near Koddura, a little more to the north 
on the coast, i. e. not far from the mouth of the Godavdri. 

We shall therefore conclude that the port of departure for 
vessels bound for Khryse, during the time of Ptolemy, was 
situated near the mouth of the God^v&ri and that it was from 
there that the civilisation of India starteed to go over to Burma, 
Java, Cambodia and Annam.* 



$ 3. The Salahkayanas. 


/This dynasty had V'engipnra for its capital, and had a 
special cult for the god Chitrarathaswamin. The remains of a 
temple dedicated to this deity are found at Pedda-v6gi near 
Ellore. As copper-plates connected with this dynasty and this 
country have been found in the environs of this town, I think 
we may admit the identity of Vengipura with Pedda-v6gi.' The 
plates of king Vijaya-Devavarman (Ep. Ind. Vol. IX., No. 7, 
page 56) are in PrAkrit but eoiitain two sanskpit verses. This 
king is said to be the 'performer of horse sacrifices.' 

Another set of plates found near lake Kolleru (Ind. Ant« 
Vol. V., 1876, No. XVIII, page 175) is in Sanskrit and is proba- 
bly not so ancient. It mentiotis Chat>4^\'arman and his son 
Vijaya-Nandivarman. ''The Salank&yaTfas ruled at this epoch 
over the same country of Ku^uhara which formerly was the 
native land of the Brihatphalayanas.* 

And J. F. Fleet says (Ind. Ant. Vol. V., 1876, page 175): 
“In Sir W. Elliot’s fac-siniiles I have another copper-plate 
inscription of Vijaya-Nandivarma and his Yuvamah&r&ja whose 
name seems to be Vijaya-Tungavarma or Vijaya Buddhavarml 

the language, even, is doubtful but seems to be 

prakrit ’’ This name is probably Buddhavarmk, for, in 

the margin there is the character “dha" 

It is probable that these kings : Devavarman, Cha^davarman, 
his son Nandivarman and perhaps also the problematical 
Buddhavarman, have reigned between 350 and 450 A. D. It 
appears in fact that these kings came after the invasion of 
Samudra-Gupta ; and it is again probable that their kingdom 
was conquered in the fifth century by the Vishnukim^ins with 
the help of the Vakatakas.* 
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5 4, The Vislmnkimdiiis. 

The R&inatirtham (Ep. Ind. Vol. XI., page 134) and tlie 
Chikkulla plates (Ep, Ind. Vol. IV., page 193) give us genealogy 
No. I ; and the Pulithburu grant (Report on Epigraphy for 
1913-14; G. O. No. 920, Public, 4th Aug. 1914, page 102) gives 
usgenealogyNo.il: 

/ Madhavavarinan I. 

1 Vikramendravannan 1. 

No 1. / I 

J I ndrabliattarakavarman 

V Vikramendravannan II. 

Vikramaheiulra 

I 

Govindavarman 

1 

Madhavawrman (II). • 

1 am of opinion that Vikramaliendra may be identified with 
Vikramendnivarman II. In fact, I have remarked that in several 
documents the information regarding the grand-father or other 
ancestors of the reigning king has been sometimes altered. It 
is probable that the real name of the grandfather of M&dhava II 
was Vikram6ndra\’arman II. 

It seems that the capital of the kingdom was Lendulura 
which is probably the present village ot Denduluru, in the 
Kllore taluq near the ancient city of Vengi? 

/■The tutelary deity of the dynasty is the“H- ly Lord of 
Sri Parvata,’’ ^ri Sailam in the Karnul District. This God was 
the favourite deity of Prabhavati, widow of RudrasSna II. and 
mother of Pravarasdna II, the V&k&taka king. On the other 
hand, Mftdhavavarman I., the first Vishnukim^in king had 
married a V&kataka princess and we have said already, that very 
probably, in the middle of the V century, the VAkAfakas 
uprooted the ancient SAlafikAyana dynasty of Vengi and placed 
on the throne their relation MAdhavavarman 1. This king, in 
fact, is reported to have performed numerous sacrifices, 11 of 


No II. 
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them being horse sacrifices which are emblems of victory. 
Besides that, the eulogies of this king resemble those found in 
the Vakataka copper-plates of Pravariisena I.' 

/The king Vikramendravarman I. had no other merit than 
tliat of birth. / He was the ornament of two families, the 
Vishiauku^^ins and the Vakatakas. His reign was probably 
short.' 

On the contrary, indrabhattarakavarman had a long reign 
as the Kamatirtham plates are dated in the 37th year of his 
reign ; besides, during this reign, there was a terrible attack 
m.'ide by a king, who probably reigned in Kalihga, who was also 
called “Indra” and who seems to have been the head of a 
coalition of kings. These plates tell us that Indrabhattaraka- 
varman “encountered in hundred thousands of battles numerous 
four-tusked elephants (chaturdanta)”; we know that God Indra 
is mounted on the elephant of the East which has four tusks. 
That statement is wholly conlirmed by copper plates written in 
a similar alphabet which have been found in the Godaveri 
District. They are those of PrithivimCila (J. B. B. R. A. S., 
Vol. XVI., page 116). From lines 17-20, we learn an alliance was 
entered into by several chiefs to uproot by force liulrabhatta* 
raka whose Elephant Kumuda (the elephant of the S. W, 
quarter) was struck down by Indradhiraja mounted on his own 
elephant Supratika (the elephant of N. E. quarter). So there 
were two Indras present : Indradhinqa, kingi of the northe ist, 
that is, of Kalinga along the coast of Orissa, and Indrabhat^a- 
raka, the Vishnukui,i4in who reigned in the southwest, that is 
to say in V6ngi. Now, it seems that it was the king of the 
Visb^iukupcjins that was the victor. In fact the same Ramatir- 
tham plates commemorate the grant made by Indra of a village 
situated in the P}aki-rashtra. This province is mentioned in the 
Timmapurain plates (£p. Ind. Vol. IX., page 317) under the 
name of Pa^ki-vishaya. And we know that this same province 
of Palaki-vishaya contained the village of Cherupura, which is 
nothing but Chipurupalli in the Vizagapatam District (Ind. 
Ant. Vol. XX., pages 15 and 16). Since the Vish^uku^din Indra 
was the master of Vizagapatam District after his war with the 
king of Orissa, it is certain that he was the victor. /We have 
said that there was a coalition of many kings against Indrabbai* 
{araka, Among them perhaps was Harishtoa tbe VikAfaka} 
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in fact, the inscription says that Harishena vanquished 

the king of the Andhra country. This word shows the country 
between the Godavari and the Krishna, that is to say, the 
kingdom of the Vislujukundins.' 

/The son of Indrabhatt&raka was Vikramendravarman II, 

It is certain that this king reigned on tlie banks of the Kfishna 
as the Chikkulla plates mention the village of Regonpam to the 
S. E. of Ravireva on the bank of the Krishnabennft ; and 
Ravirfiva has been identified by Mr. Sewell with Raveralah' 
80010’E and Ib^SG'N) : 

//The son of Vikramendravarman II. (Vikramahendra) was 
Govindavarmanandhisgrandson Mfidhavavarman II (Janasraya). 
The last of them “crossed the river Godavari with the desire to 
conquer the eastern region". This event probably took place 
shortly before the invasion of Pulakdsin II. who put an end to 
the dynasty of Vishiniukun^ins and annexed the kingdom of 
Veiigi.* 

/•In my work “The Pallavas" (chapter III., page 34), I have 
attributed the caves of Un^avalli, Sittanagaram, Bezwada, 
Mogalrajapuram to the Vish^ukuinidins.' I shall not speak of it 
once again. 

/The seal of th.e ChikKul^ plates (Ep. Ind. Vol IV., plate 
-facing the page 244 ) resembles that of the Ramatirtbam plates: 
aiifadvancing lion \yith. its fore^paw raised, mouth wide open 
and the tail swung over the back so as to end in a loop 
(G. O. No. 538; Rep. on Epi. 28th July 1909). /The lion 
was then the crest of the Vishiaukinn^i'^s.' It is to be remarked 
that the Kadambas have the same crest which proves the 
family relationship that existed between the Kadambas and 
the Vishoukup4>>is. We find tlie image of a vase sculptured 
on the pillars at U^^^valli and Mogalr^apuram, and the image 
of a lion at U^d^valli. Coins bearing the image of a lion on 
the obverse and the image of a vase on the reverse have also 
been found. ( see for instance, in Mr. Vincent A. Smith's, “ Early 
History of^ India," the plate concerning the Indian coins in 
.'the British Museum: coin No. 16, from Elliot, “Coins of 
Southern India" PI., II, 49). 'These coins have been 
attributed to the Pallavas. In 1917, in my work “The Palla* 
vas" (Chapter III, page 34), 1 have attributed these coins to 
the Visbi^ukuil^^ins. 



§ 5. The Kings of Kalinga. 


We have six documents that give us information about 
the kings of Kalinga. We have said that, about A. D. 340, 
Samudra>Gupta met on the coast of Orissa With Mantarfija, 
king of Korala, Swamidatta of Kuttiira, Damana of Erancjiapali 
and Mah^ndra of Pisht^pura. The last of them had probably 
the title of king of Kalinga : we shall see, in fact, that Sakti* 
varman ( Ragulu plates ) who also reigned at Pishtapura had 
this title. The six documents we have mentioned being all in 
Sanskfit are probably posterior to the year 400 A. D. On the 
other hand the coast of Orissa was conquered by Pulak^sin 1 1 
( Aihole inscription ) about 609 A. D. and was probably 
shared between the Eastern Chalukyas in the soutli 
and the Eastern Gahgas in the north. The dates of the 6 
documents in question arc therefore between 400 and 600 
A.D. 

Unfortunately, it is impossible to establish a chronology 
of the kings of Kalinga whose names we know. Therefore 
we shall now proceed to enumerate those documents without 
any ascertained chronological order. 

a) The Ragolu plates ( Ep. Ind. Vol XII, page 2 ) mention 
Vasish^hiputra ^aktivarman, king of Kalinga who reigned at 
Pish^pura. It is said that this sovereign “adorns the M&ga- 
dba family,” which goes to show that this prince was 
related to the Guptas and reigned towards the middle of the 
V century when the Guptas and the V&katakas dominated the 
Deccan. 

b) Th^Godavari copper plates ( }. B. B. R. A. S. Vol XVI, 
page 116) had^been studied wheti we gave the history of 
Indrabhat^araka of the Vishpuku^^in dynasty : the king 
Pfithivimula who was the donor of the GddAvari plates was 
the SM^'^'Prabh&kara and reigned in the city of K&nd4li. 
He was the vassal of another more powerful king named 
{ndra who was the son of Mitavarman, reigned at Mapalkudi 
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and had fur his war>elephent Supratika ( the elephent of the 
N. E. quarter). /The document says that this king was the 
victor in tlie struggle against the king Indrabhattaraka. But 
we have said that this is not probable and that, on the Contrary, 
the Vish^ukun^in king seems to have aennxed the districts of 
Godavari and Vizagapatam and driven away the kings of 
Kalihga to the north. In fact, the capital of the kings of 
Kalihga which was Pishtapuram at the times of Mahendra and 
Vftsistliiputra Saktivarman seems to have been transferred 
further north to Sarapalli and Sirhh ipura after the Vishnu- 
kun'Jins captured Pishtapuram. Tnis event probably took 
place in the first quarter of the VI Century.' 

c) The Chikakole plates (hid. Ant. Vol. Xlll., page 48) 
of Nandaprabhanjanavarman issued from Sarapalli and 

d) the Komartiplates (Ep. hid. Vol. IV., page 143)ofChan- 
(lavarnian issued from Simliapurani, have many points of resem- 
bl.uice : the phraseology of bolli these documents is almost 
the same ; the seals bear the word "Pitribhaktah " ; Nanda* 
prabhanjana and Chandavarman are both of them called 
kings of Kalinga; and lastly, Simhapura, the capital of 
Chandavarman may be identified with Singupuram, a village 
near Chikakole where the plates of Nandaprabhanjana were 
discovered. 

e) The Brihatprosjha grant of Umavarman, lord of Kalinga, 
issued from Simhapura (Ep. hid., Vol. XII,, page 4) surely 
belongs to the same group as the plates of Chikakole and 
Komarti. It is impossible to say in what chronological order, 
Umavarman, Nandaprabhanjana and Chandravarman reigned. 
Their epoch is also uncertain ; they might possibly have reigned 
between 525 and 609 A. D. 

f) Lastly, we have to mention the Sarabhavaram plates 
(Ep. Ind., Vol. XIII., page 104) for, this village where they 
were discovered is in the Godavari district and it is probably 
here that the Lord of Chikura, whose name is not mentioned 
and who perhaps lived in the VI century, reigned. He was 
probably not a ''king of Kalifiga” but only a simple feudatory. 



— 93 — 


CHAPTER Vn. 


The Dymasi ies of the Kaxarrse DisiKicrs. 

§ 1. The Kadambas. 

The geneaIog\^ of the Kadambas may probably be the 
following : 

Mavura^arman (340-360 A. D.) 

I 

Kafigavarman (360-383 A. D.) 

I 

Bhagiratha (385-410 A. D.) 


Raghu (410-425 A. D.) 


Kakusthavarman (425-450 A, D.) 


Santivarman (450-475 A. D.) 

1 


Kjrishpavarman I. 


Mrig^^avarman MandhAtrivarnian Vishnuvarman DAvavarmaii 
(475-488 A. D.) (488-500 A. D.) I 


T 


Sithha\'armaii 


Ravivarman Bh&nuvarmaii Sivaratha 


(560-537 A. D.) 

I 

Harivarman 
(537-550 A. D.) 


Kiimaravarman 

I 

Mandhata-R&ja 
kShimoga. plates) 


Kpshpavannan 11. 
(550-565 A. D.) 

I 

Ajavarman 

Bhogivarman 

Vishi— 

etc. 
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A part of thif5 genealogy has been published by Professor 
Kielhorn (Ep. Ind., Vol. VIII., page 30) and admitted by 
Mr. Rice in his work “Mysore and Coorg from inscriptions" 
[“jy6sht;ha-pitri,” in the Birur plates, means a father’s elder 
brother]. 

The genealogy given above differs from those published 
by Messrs. Kielhorn and Rice because I have taken into ac- 
count the discovery of the Shimog^i plates in 1911 and those 
of Tagare in 1918. The Tagare plates (Annual Report, Mysore 
Archaeological Department, for 1918, page 40, No. 71) give us 
the following genealogy: 

Krishnavarman 


I 

Ajavarman 

I 

Bhogivarman 

t 

Vishnuvarman 

Relying on the form of the letters, I thought that it was 
not possible to admit that this Kyishnavarman was Krishna- 
varman I j but that he was, on the contrary, very probably 
Krishnavarman 11. 

The Shimoga plates (Annual Report, Mysore Archaeologi- 
cal Department, for 1911, page 31), say that the king Mftn- 
dhftta-RUja, sun of Kum&ravarman reigned at Uchchangi 
(Uchchangidurga=Uchchasringi). This town belonged to 
Sivaratha in the 4lh year of the reign of Harivarnian (Halsi 
plates, Ind. Ant., Vol., page 30); that is why we can suppose 
that Kum&ravarman was the son of Sivaratha or Harivarman; 
the Shimoga plates do not give us any information about his 


filiation. 

The chronology of the Kadambas has not yet been fixed 
on a sure basis. It is only a complete study not only of this 
dynasty but also of all the other dynasties of the Deccan that 
will enable us to arrive at a satisfactory result. In the 
genealogical table, I have just given, I have put within 
brackets, beside the name of each king, the approximate date 
of his reign, according to the chronology I have adopted. 1 
shall now try to justify this i^ronology. 
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(i) We have said, when speaking of ihe copper plates of the 
Pallava dynasty, that palaeography was gcneially a bad auxi- 
liary to the chronology of djiiasties; very often, two documents 
dated in the same reign differ much from each other. 
However there is a special case to which I must draw the 
reader’s attention. We know that in the middle of the V 
century the Gupta- Vak&takas were very powerful in the Deccan. 

I call Giipta-Vik&takas those kings of the V&k&taka dynasty 
who were the sons, grandsons or great-grandsons of queen 
Prabhivati, daughter of Dcvagupla (Chandra-Gupta 11). We 
know that this queen was the regent of the kingdom during the 
miniority of her vson ; and the plates of Professor P^tak 
( Ind. Ant., 1912, page 215), which are dated in the time of 
this princess, bear on the seal not the genealogy of the Vak4- 
takas but of the Guptas. The tlescendants of this queen con- 
sidered themselves to be as much Guptas as Vdkdtakas. 
They adopted a very peculiar alphabet which spread as a queer 
fashion in the V century, in the empire of the Guptas, at the 
time of Chandra-Gupta II f'Buhler ^'Ind. paleography" Ind* 
Ant, Vol XXXIfl, page 64). This'has been styled the "box- 
headed" alphabet. I distinguish two sorts of "box" placed at 
the head of the letters : 

The "true box"; it is thus described by J. F. Fleet: 
"formed by sinking four short strokes in the shape of a square 
and leaving a block of stone or copper in the centre of them" 
f Gupta Inscriptions, page 19). 

The "false box" is more simple: the sculptor or engra- 
ver has simply removed a sufficiently large square surface at 
the head of eacli letter. 

As an example of the "true box" we may take the 
Balaghat plates (Ep. Ind. VoL IX., page 268) of Ppithivishfi- 
na II and all the plates of Pravaras6na II (Chammak, Si want 
and Dudia). . 

When examining the Uruvupalli plates (see the plate in 
Ind. Ant. Vol. V, page 51) which are dated from Palakkada 
in the 11th year of the reign of the Pallava king Siibhavar- 
man and which have been engraved by order of Yuvamahi- 
rftja Vishnug&pa, I made the iiilportant remark^ which no one 
ha^ done up to the present, that the alphabet of this docu- 
ments was 'T)OX headed" ; nav more, it is not the "false box" 
12 



hut the ‘'true box” so much so tliat these plates can be shown 
as an excellent specimen of the “true box”. Siihhavarman and 
Vish^ugopa have reigned between 475 and 500 A. D. and the 
Uruvupalli plates are probably dated 486 A. D. The plates of 
MAAgalOr and Plkira of the son of Vishnugopa are not box- 
headed; we may therefore say that from 500 A. D., the 
box method disappeared. The same phenomenon is to be seen 
in the K'adamba documents: the plates of Mjrige^i and Man- 
dhatri arc box-headed, but tliose of Ravivarman are not. There 
is room to think that Mrigesa and Mandh&tri reigned from 
475 to 500 A. D. and were contemporaries of Siihhavarman 
and Vishnugopa; and that Ravivarman reigned after 5 00 A. D. 
when the box method has disappeared from the Deccan. 

(2) We know that about 550 A. D., Puiak6^in I seized 
VAtapi and founded the Cha{ukya kingdom: but if we 
look at the map, we see that" the geographical position of 
Bdd4mi (Vitapi) allows ns to affirm that Pal&^ika (Halsi) 
could not belong to the Kadambas when the Ch^lukyas were 
in B^dimi. It may therefore be asserted that all the phates 
•found at Halsi and dated from Pala^iki (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, 
pages 23, 25, 28, 29, 31,) are anterior to 550 A. D. We may 
therefore say that Harivarman who, in the 5th year of his 
reign (Ind. Ant.’, Vol. VI, page 31) held Palfl^ik&, reigned 
there before the middle of the VI century. It has to be 
noted that we do not know of any Kadamba document dated 
from ’Pald^ikd which is posterior to the one we have just 
mentioned; it is therefore probable that Harivarman was 
almost the contemporary of Pulake^in I and was vanquished 
by him. The Sangoli plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. XIV, page 165) 
mention an astronomical phenomenon and Mr.,.K. N. Dikshit 
of Poona has observed that during the VI century this 
phenomenon could have occured only thrice: in 507, in 526 
and in 545. The Sangoli plates lieing dated in the 8th year 
of Harivarman’s reign, this king must have come to the throne 
only in 526-8—518 A. D. or in 545-8=537 A. D., if we belie- 
ve that this event happened in the VI century. The latter date 
agrees perfectly well with the chronology we have adopted ; 
we shall therefore admit that Harivarman ascended the 
throne in 537 A.' D.' 

Let us now proceed to sum up the history of this dynasty. 



The TaJagiitj^a inscription (Ep. Ind., Vol VIII, page 30) 
gives a version, probably historical, of the origin of the 
Kadambas. There was a brahman belonging to the Manavya 
gotra named Mayiira^arman who was a native of Sthanakiindur 
(Talguri^iO iind belonged to a family called Kadamba 
since a kiidamba tree sheltered their house. He came to the 
capital of the Pallava empire to study the Vedas and there had 
a quarrel with a horseman. He;iring it said that the brahman 
caste was inferior to that of the Kshatrias, he got angry, put 
himself at the head of a band of adventurers and attacked the 
Pallavas in the forests of Sri Parvata. With the help of Bjrihad^ 
Bana and other kings, he succeeded in founding the kingdom 
of which Banavasi (Yaijayanti) was the capital. Mr. K. G, 
Sankara Iyer of Trivandram in his excellent article on “The 
.age of K4lidAsii” publishetljn the “Quarterly Journal of the 
Mythic Society,” (Bangalore, Vol. Vlll., July 1918) says; “It 
is probable that Mayura^rman took irdvantage of the confusion 
caused by Samudragupta's southern expedition to set himself 
up as an independent ruler". This hypothesis accords willi the 
clironology we have adopted. 

Dr. A. Venkatasubbiah, the learned officer of the “Mysore 
Archaeological Department”, has written an article on “The 
Kadamba prakfit inscription of Malavalli” Ind, Ant., Vol. 
XLVI, page 154), in which we find the exact tenor of, that 
document. It is a Kadamba inscription, but the name .of the 
king is not mentioned. However, as it is in prd.krit we may 
suppose that he was the most ancient king of the dynasty and 
that the documeht is dated in the reign of Mayura^rman, that 
is, the middle of the IV century. 

The 8th verse of the AJa^j:^ inscription (cave N<;. XV'I, 
Arch. Surv. W. Ind., Vol IV, pages 53 and 124) says that the 
VakAli^ka king Prithi^nsh6^ I. vanquished the king of Kuntala, 
i. e. the Kadamba king. It is certain that Prithivishc-na I. 
reigned for a long time : tradition says that he reigned for about 
a hundred years and Mr. Vincent A. Smith is of opinion that it 
means “from about forty to sixty years”. We know that bis son 
RudrasSna 11. married the daughter of Chandra-Gupta II. about 
395 A. D. We may therefore be almost sure that Pritbivish^tia I. 
reigned between 350 and 390 A. D. According to our chrono- 
logy he must have been the contemporary of the KacUmba 
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kinjj Kiingavarnun (360-385 A. D.) and it is probable that this 
king of Knntala is the one wlfbse defeat is mentioned in the 
Ajanta inscription ; and the Talgu^^^i inscription seems to 
confirm this supposition, as it s:iys that Kangavarman accom- 
plished "lofty exploits in terrible wars". 

We have not got any information about Bhagiratha. 

Kaghu "subdued enemies by his TOlour". It is probably 
in his reign that his brother Kftkustha bore the title of 
YuvamahAraja and ruled over Pala^ikA (Halsi in Belgaum) in 
the year 80 of an unknown era which probably began with the 
founding of the dynasty by Mayura^irman. In that case, the 
Halsi plates (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 23) would be dated about 
the year 420 A. D. and KAkustha would have come to the 
throne in 425 and reigned till 450 A. D. 

The Balaghat plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. IX., page 268) say that 
NarendrasAna was the grandson of Prabhavati-Gupla and that 
he married the daughter of the king of Kuntala named Ajjhita- 
bhattarika. When did this marriage take place ? We have 
admitted with Mr. Vincent A, Smith (J. R. A. S., April 1914, 
page 326) that the marriage of RudrasAna 11 with the daughter 
of Chandra-Gupta 11, the queen Prabhawati-Gupta, took place 
about 395 A. D. ; we may suppose that the marriage of their 
grandson took place 50 years later. So the marriage of the prince 
Gupta-VAkAtaka with the daughter of the king of Kunta}a must 
be placed about 445 A. D. We have said above that it is certain 
that the Kuntala kingdom was no other than the kingdom of the 
Kadambas (see Ep. Ind., Vol. XIII, page 299, verses 58 — 62). We 
may therefore put the question : who was the Kadamba king that 
reigned in 445 and gave his daugter in nurriage to the Gupta- 
VakAtaka king? In our chronology Kakusthavarman is shown 
to have reigned from 425 to 450 and it is quite possible that 
in 445 he had a daughter of marriageable age: and the celebrat- 
ed inscription of Talagun^a which contains the eulogy of 
Kakusthavarman and is writhen in the "box-headed" alphabet 
says that Kakusthavarman gave his daughters in marriage to 
the Guptas and other kings. 

The plates of MfigA^a and Mandhatri, "the sons of SAntivar- 
man, are also written in the same alphabet. 

. Two sets of copper plates discovered at DAvagiri (Ind. 
Ant., Vol. VII, page 35 and page 37) are dated in the 3rd 
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aiid 4th years of the reign of Mpge^; tlie Halsi plates (Iml. 
Ant., Vpl. VI, p, 24) and the Hire-Sakuna plates (Ep. C;irn,, 
Vl II, page 12), are dated in the 8th year of the same reign. 
The Hitoahabb&gilu (Ep. Cam., IV, p. 136) and Tajguntja 
records are not dated. The last document (Mysore Archaiolo- 
gical Report, for 1910-11, page 35, and Plate IV, 2) mentions 
the wife of Mpgcsa, who was born in the Kaikeya family, and 
was called Pr4bhav:iti. In the first 8 years of his reign, about 
480 A. D. Mfig6& utprootcd the Gahgas, and w:is a very fire 
of destruction of the;Pallav.'is (Halsi plates, Ind. Ant., VI, p. 24). 
Mfigd^a reigned at Vaijayanti. It is probable that he did iiot 
reign long, since the documents wc have got do not go beyond 
the 8th year of his reign. 

It is probable that Mpige^ was succeeded by his younger 
brother M4ndh4trivarman who also reigned at Vaijayanti: 
the Ku^gere plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. Vl., p, 14) are dated in the 
2nd ^ar of his reign. His private secretary Damodaradatla 
was probably the D^modara of Koo^ur (Ind. Ant., Vol. 
XXI., p. 93). 

In the absence of more pixcisu iufonuaiion, wc may 
admit that Mfige^a reigned from 475 to 490 A. D. and 
M&ndh4tri from 490 to 500 A. D. 

When Santivarman, Mpigew and Mandiia[;ri were reign- 
ing at Vaijayanti, the northern provinces (Belgaum, Kaladgee 
and Darwar), which had Pala^ika (Halsi) and Tripar\’ata (pro- 
bably D6vag4ri) for their capitals, were governed by princes 
belonging to the younger branch of the Kadamba family. 
KyishoaviU'man L, son of K&kustha and elder brother of 
Santivarman, reigned at Triparvata (probably Devagfiri, in 
the Karajgi taluk of Dharwac) District). He had the prince 
D6vavarman as yuvamah&raja (D6vag6re plates, Ind. Ant., 
Vol. VIII., p. 33). Almost at the same time, Vish^uvarman, 
tlie elder (Biriu* plates) son of Kpshpavarman 1, made a grant 
in the Sindhuthaya-rashtra (Bijapur District) with the permis- 
sion of his consin Santivarman' (Birur pbtes ; Ep. Cam., 
Vol. VI., p. 91 ; Kadur No. 162) Vishpuvarman was the son of 
a Kaik^a princess who had married Krishnavarman I. Who 
were the Kaikeyas? Nothing teknown about them. The kingdom 
of Pal&|ik& (Halsi), which was governed fay Vbhpuvarman, 
Monged to the Kadambas of Vaijayanti ; in fact, when Mfig^la 
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was reigning at Vaijayanli (Ind. Ant., vol. VI, page 24), he 
gave orders for the construction of a temple at Pald^iki. 

It is probable that on the death of Mandhatiri, the crown 
of the Ka^mbas came, as a matter of right, to Ravivarman 
the son of M&ndhatri ; this prince being young, his cousin 
Vishnuvarman tried to size upon the throne with the help of 
the Palla\’as; but Ravi killed his adversary. In fact, a set of 
Halsi plates (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 32) say lliat Ravivarman 
“acquired the regal power by the strength and prowess of .his 
own arm”, and another set of Halsi plates (Ind. Ant., 
Vol. VI, page 29) also add that Ravivarman “having slain 
Sri-Vish^uvarman and other kings, and having uprooted 
Chan^adanda, tiic lord of Kdnchi has established himself at 
Ptila^ika". The Nilambur plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. VIII., page 
146) are dated in the 5th year of Ravivarman’s reign ; and 
there are three sets of plates (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 25, 28 
and 29) that are dated iti the siime reign from Pal&^ikA. The 
Ajjibad-Sirsi plates (Progress Report, Arch. Surv. West. Ind., 
for 1917'1918, page 35) are dated in the 35th year of his reign 
which corresponds probably, to circ. 535 A. D. and it is likely, 
that, having come to the throne about 500 A. D. when suffi- 
ciently young, he reigned for about 40 years and died in 537 
A. D. The inscription on the stone at Kava^i (Sorab 523, 
Shimoga ; (Ep. Oarn., Vol. VIII, page 167) mentions the 
death of Ravi and of his wife who probably became a sati. 

His son Harivarman succeeded him at Vaijayanti (Sangoli 
plates ; Ep. Ind., Vol. XlV., page 165 ; 8th year of the reign) 
and at Pal&^ik^ (Halsi plates, Ind. Ant., Vol. Vl,, page 31 ; 5th 
year of his reign). We have said that he ascended the throne in 
537 A. D. 

About the year 550 A. D., Pulak6iin I. of the Cha|ukya 
family installed himself at VfttApi (Bftdami).^ This town being 
situated exactly in the middle of the northern provinces of the 
Kadamba kingdom, it is almost certain that Harivarman lost, 
about 550 A. D., all the country that had for its capitals 
Palasikft (Halsi) and Triparvata. 

We have seen that Ravivarman killed Vishi;^uvarman, his 
cousin and settled at Palfti$ik& ; Siihhavarmah, the son of 
Vis^uvarman, probably remained in an inferior position during 
the reign of Ravivarman j but the son of SiffiMvarraan who 



was called Krishna v^rman II. ascended the throne of V^aijayanti. 
The Benniir plates (Ep. Cam., Vol. V., page 594 ; Belnr 245V 
speak of a military expedition and the Bennahalli plates (Ep. 
Cam., Vol. V, Be. 121 ; and Ep. Ind., Vol, VI., page 18) say 
that Krish^avarman 11. ‘‘has gained the fortune of royalty by 
his heroism''. The kingdom of Krishnavarman II. extended 
between the Chaliikya kingdom in the north and that of the 
Gangas in the south. Madhava II. of the Gahga dynasty 
married the sister of Krishnavarman II. Probably, it was 
Krishnavarman II. that was defeated by tlie Chaliika Kirtivar- 
man I. shortly before 570 A. D. and whose country was ruined 
by the Pallavas (Anaji insc., Ep. Cam., Vol. XI, Dg, No. 161). 

For a long time it was believed that the dynasty was com- 
pletely destroj^ed. However, the discovery of the Tagare plates 
(Mysore Arch. Report for 1918, page 40 and plate XI) seems 
to prove that the son of Krishnavarman II. who was called 
Ajavarman, did not reign, but that Bhogivarman, the son of 
Ajavarman, was the “acquirer of an extensive kingdom by the 
strength of his own arm". It is probable that this kingdom did 
not last long, for, it appears that this country was occupied, 
shortly after, by the Gangas (Tagare plates of Polavira, Mysore 
Arch. Report for 1918, page 41). Vishnuvarman son of Bhogi- 
varman probably lived in the beginning of the VII century. 

The Chdlukya king Pulake^in II besieged Banav^si (Aihole 
insc.) and, in the Kadamba country there are inscriptions of 
Pulake^in II (Sh, 10), Vikram&ditya (Sa. 79), Vinayfiditya 
(Sli. 154) and Vijay4ditya (Sk. 278). 

At the end of the VIII century, the Pallava king Danti- 
varman married Aggafaniihmati, “the daughter of the celebrated 
king, a crest jewel of the Kadamba family" (Velurpalaiyam 
plates, vers 18 ; S. I. I., Vol. II., Part V., page 511). 



§ 2. The Gangas. 


. Up to the moment of writing this, the genealogy of this 
dynasty has remained unsettled for the following reasons : 
The first documents that were discovered were no doubt 
spurious. They gave the following genealogy : 

Konganivarman, 

Madhava ( 1 ), 

1 

Harivannan, 

Kishntigdpa, 

Madhava ( II ), 

. J 

Avinita, 

etc. 

In 1913, were discovered the Penukon^a plates which 
give tlie following genealogy : 

Kohga^ivarman, 

Madhava, 

. I 

Ayyavarman, 

Madha\^. 

This document was certainly a genuine one ; it was ad- 
mitted that the genealogy' given in the spurious records is 
erroneous and that the only reliable one is what is given in 
the Pentiko^t^a plates. It has therefore been admitted that 
the following is the correct genealogy : 

KoAga^ivarman, 

Madhava-1, 

» I 

.Ayyavarman, 

Mftdhava II., 

Avinita, 

etc. 



Here the donor of the Penukonda plates is mentioned as 
the father of Avinita. I strongly protest against these 
suppositions. I affirm that the genealogy given in the spurious 
records is quite correct, but that, till now, no one has unders- 
tood the true reason for the disagreement that exists between the 
Penukonda plates and the other documents. F. Fleet says 
(J, R, A. S., 1915, page 472): ‘^It must be obvious that two such 
different statements cannot both be true'’. There lies the mis- 
take : I am of opinion that both the genealogies are correct ; 
but they are of two different dynasties. 

First of all, I have to declare most emphatically that the 
genealogy given in the spurious records is quite correct. In the 
Mysore Archaiological Report for 1916, Mr. R. Narasimhachar 
has published two sets of copper plates : the Sringeri plates of 
Avinita and the Uttanur plates of Durvinita ; and, as for the 
Gummareddipma plates of the same king published in 1912 
§ 69, ‘'there are no indications, that would lead one to suspect 
the genuineness’* of those records. The dyn*isty referred to in 
tliese documents is that of the "Gaiigas of Talakdd**. 

1 now proceed to prove the existence of a second dynasty 
which I shall call the dynasty of the "Gangas of Paruvi". We 
possess two documents of this dynasty which has remained 
unknown till now ; 

1) The Penukonda plates issued by the king Madhava 
when making a grant of land situated near the tank of Paruvi 
in Paravivishaya (j. R. A. S., 1915, page 480 and ^'Report on 
Epigraphy" for 1913-1914, Madras, page 83-84) ; 

2) The Bendiginhalli plates of Krishnavarman, son of 
Madhava, which mentions the grant of Kuraura in Paruvishaya 
(Mysore Archaeol. Annual Report for 1914-1915, plate XVIII). 
Paruvi is identical with Parigi seven miles north of Hindupur 
in the Anantapur district. 

The capital of this dynasty was perhaps Kavaip&ta from 
which place are dated the plates of Kirishna\^rman. 

The chronology of the Gangas has till now remained so 
very uncertain that the authors who have treated the subject 
sometimes differ by several centuries. 

However, all of them are almost agreed on the one point, 
that Mftdhava II, the father of Avinita, married the sister of 
kirishmvarman I, the son of Kakusthavarman of the Kadamba 
13 



dynast}’ : but it is quite certain it was not the case. The doctl* 
ments say that Mftdhava II. imrried the sister of the Kadamba 
K^sh^avannan, but this kin){ was, I am sure, the second of 
that name and not the first. I declare that Madhava U. married 
the sister of Krishi^avarman II. 

The first king, of whose date we are sure, reigned in the 
VIII century : in 1918, Mr. R. Narasimhachar discovered at 
Halkur (Sira taluk) an inscription on u stone belonging to tlie 
reign of ^ripurusha and dated S. 710 or 788 A. D. This king was 
the son of Sivamdra (Valjimalai insc., No. 91 of 1889), and 
grandson (Siidi plates, Ep. Ind,, Vol. VIII, p. 181), of Bhuvikra- 
ma. Since Sripurusha reigned in 788 A. D. we may suppose that 
his grand father Bhfivikraina ascended the throne in the first 
quarter of the VIII century (700-725 A. D.). The father of 
Bhuvikrama named Srivikrama must have reigned therefore 
In the 4th quarter of the VII century (675-700 A. D.l and 
his grandfather Mushkara in the 3rd quarter of the same 
century (650-675 A, D.). We know that Durvinita the 
father of Mushkara reigned for a long time : the GummareiJdi' 
pura plates (Report, Archajol. Depart. Mysore, for 1912 ; 
paras 65-69) are, in fact, dated in the 40th year of his 
reign, and, as it is probable that he lived a few years more, 
we may give him a reign of 45 years which will extend from 
605 to 650 A. D. His father Avinita probably reigned for an 
equally long period, for, the Sringdri plates, which are dated in 
the second year of his reign, s.^}' that he obtained the “sove- 
reignty while still on the lap of his divine mother” and the 
grant of Ep. Cam., 9, Dodda-Ba^dpur, 68, is dated in the 29th 
year of his reign. We may therefore believe that he reigned 
for a further period of 1 1 years after making the latter grant 
and that his reign lasted about 40 years. Avinita w’ould there- 
fore have reigned from 565 to 605 A. D. According to these 
calculations, Mddhava II., the father of Avinita, would have 
reigned from 540 to 565 A. D. and this is exactly the epoch we 
have assigned to the Kadamba Kpshpavarman II. If we now 
bear in mind that the Ganga Madhava II. and the Kadamba 
Krishi;iavarman II. both reigned over Mysore, the one in the 
North and the other in the South, and that, in consequence, 
they were neighbours, it would seem to be quite natural that 
Madha\’a II. should marry the sister of KfishoavaniMn II. It is 
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clear that it is absolutely impossible that M&dhava 11, who 
lived in the middle of the VI century, should have mruried the 
sister of Krishnavarman I. who lived in the middle of the 
V century. We shall therefore conclude by saying : "M&dhava II, 
the father of Avinita, married-the sister of the Kadamba Kirish' 
pavarman II. and reigned from 540 to 565 A. D.’’. 

This chronology is in perfect accord with all the docu- 
ments. We shall presently see that Ayyavarman was placed 
on the throne about 480 A. D., by Siihhavarman, the Pallava 
king that reigned from 475 to 500 A. D., and that the son of 
Ayyavarman was crowned by the Pallava Skandavarman 
(500-525 A. D.). 

We get therefore the following genealog)' and chronology ; 

Konganivarman, (of the Kanvayana gotra). 


M^dhava I., 


.Avyavannan (480-505) 

i 

Madhava (505-530) 

1 

Kirishpavarman 
(acc. circ. 530) 

(Paruvi dynasty) 


1 

Harivatuuin 

I 

Vishiiugopa 

I 

MAdlm-a M (540 565) 

I 

Avinita (565-005) 

I 

Durvinita (605-650) 

I 

Mushkara ) second half 
I of the 

Srivikrama) VI 1 century 

I 

Bhuvikrama) first ha it ' 

I ?• of the 

^ivamara j VIII century 


SripUrusha (788 A. D.) 
etc. 

We shall now try to give the history of the?e kings. 
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We liave said that, about 480 A. D., the Kadamba Mfigesa 
fought with tlje Gahgas and was “a very fire of destruction of 
the Pallavas" (Halsi plates, Ind. Ant., Vol. VI., page 25). This 
information is very important as it proves that about 480 A. D. 
the Pallavas aided the Gaiigas in their fight with the Kadambas. 
The Pallava king at this epoch was probably Siihhavarman who 
reigned at Kanchi and to whom we have assigned the date 
475 to 500 A. D.; and this fact is confirmed by the Penugoo^a 
plates that say that the Ganga king Ayyavarman “was duly 
installed on the throne by Sithhavarman Mah&r^ja, the lord of 
the prosperous Pallava family (Rep. on Ep. for 1913-14; G. O., 
No. 920, 4th Aug. 1914). The son of Ayyavarman who was 
called Madhava alias Siihhavarman was “installed on the 
throne by the illustrious Pallava (king) Skandavarman’’. We 
have said that Skandavarman of Kanchi, son of Sithhavarman 
reigned from 500 to 525 A. D. It is probable that this Pallava 
king had also to contend with the Kadambas for strengthening 
the sovereignty of the Ganga king for, the Halsi plates (Ind. 
Ant., V'ol. VI., p. 29) say that liavivannan struggled against 
“Chai^i^adandu, the lord of Kanchi''. Since we do not know 
of any Pallava king of that name, we may suppose that the 
name “Chandanda" was a “biruda” of Skandavarman who 
reigned at this epoch (500-525 A, D.) 

Madhava alias Sithhavarman, who made the grant com- 
memorated by the Penugo^^ plates, reigned over Paruvi- 
vishaya and must be identified with the Madhava of the 
Benijig&nhalli plates (Mysore Archie. Report for 1914-15, plate 
XIII) whose son Vijaya-K|fish^varman reigned over Paruvisha- 
ya. This king Kpsh^avarman must have reigned in the middle 
of the VI century, for, the alphabet of the Ben^igfinhalli plates 
is almost identical with that of the Bannahalli (Ep. Ind, Vol. 
VI, p. 18) and Chikkulla (Ep. Ind., Vol. IV., p. 196) plates. 
Kpsh^avarman is the last known king of the Paruvi dynasty. 

The king MUdhava II, who belonged to the dynasty of the 
Gangas of Talakfl^; “bought the sovereignty with the strength 
of his own arm'', and married the younger sister of the Kadain- 
ba Kpsh^avarman (II), who, in the middle of the VI century, 
reigned over a large part of Mysore. 

His son Avihita (565-605 A. D.) married the daughter of 
Skandavarman king of Punnafa, 
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We must here say a few words about the kings of l^unnacj. 
The capital of this province was Kilthipura or Kittur (Hg. 
56, Ep. Cam., Vol. IV) on the river Kabbani, to the west of 
Talaka^' 1917, Mr. R. Narasimhachar discovered (Mysore 
Archceol. Report for 1917, page 40, No. 87) the Mfimballi 
plates that give us reliable information about this dynasty. 
The spurious plates of Komaralihgam (Ind, Ant., Vol. XVI II; 
page 362) give further details which arc very probably liistori- 
cal. 

The genealogy of this dynasty would be the following : 
RAshtraviirman 

(of the TsLmra-Kasyapa family) 


I I 

Prithivipati Nagadatta 

(the eldest) j 

Hhiijahga 

(who married the daughter of Singavanuan) 

I 

Skandavannan. 

It is probable that this Skandavannan gave his daughter 
in marriage to the Gahga Avinita (565-605 A. D.), king of 
Talaka4* The issue of this marriage was Diirvinita who annexed 
Punna^ to the kingdom of the Gahgas. 

Durvinita (605 to 650 A. D.) is known ''as having liis broad 
chest embraced, of her own accord, by the goddess of 
sovereignty, though slie was intended by his fatlier for another 
son'", as the victor in the battles of Andari, Alattur, PoluJajre, 
Pernagara (in Salem district); as the lord of Paniia^H and 
Punna^a; as the author of three works, namely a Sabdavatara, 
a sai^skfit version of the Va^^^katha or Brihatkatha, and a 
commentary on the I5lh sarga of the Kiratarjuniya (Mysore 
Archaeol. Report, for 1916, page 45). 



SYNCHRONIZZATION OF THE DYNASTIES OF THE DECCAN. 
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Tlie Chftjukyas. 


The genealogy and the chronology of tlie Western Chalu- 
kyas present no difficulty : 

Jayasiihha (of the M&navya gcMra) 


RanarAga 


Kanavikrania Piijake^in 1 (circ. 550 A. D.) 


Kirtivarman I (566-597), Mangalcsa (597-608), 


Pulak6sin II., Kubja-Vishi^uvardhana 

(609-642) (founder of the Eastern Chalukya dynasty) 

The origin of this dynasty is obscure [the legend given 
in the “grant of Vira-Cho^,” S. I. I., V\»I. 1., page 50, has 
nothing historical in it ]. In 1905, (j. R. A. S., for 1905, page 
360) Fleet found out that the hypotheses formed on this subject 
were all of them baseless. I shall, however, make a remark : 
the grant of Un^ix'atika (Ep. Ind., Vol. VIII,, page 163) which 
is probably dated in the first half of the VI century says that 
the commander of the fort of Harivatsakotta was a certain 
Jayasiihha (see also Ind. Ant., Vol XXX). Can this Jayasiihha 
be the founder of the Chalukya dynasty ? 

PuJake^in I., who probably came from a town called 
Indukanti installed himself about 550 A. D., at Vatapi (Bad<ami). 
We have said that this military operation could have been 
effected only by having defeiited the Kadamba king (probibly 
Harivarman) who reigned, with Halsi for capital, over the 
modern provinces of I&ladgee, Belgaum, and Dharwar. The 
. historical, documents say that he performed a horse sacrifice. 
We know also (Bidami insc., Ind. Ant., Vol. Ill, page 305; 
• Vol. VI, page 363; Vol. X, page 58) that he married Durlabha- 
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d^\’i of the Batpura family. This family lived probably not 
far from Goa at RSvaiidvipa (Goa plates; J. B. B. R, A. S., Vol. 
X., page 348). His eldest son Kirtivarman I. succeeded him 
in 566-7 A. D. 

The inscription of Mah4kuta (near Badami) [Ind. Ant., 
Vol. XIX, page 7] says that Kirtivarman gained victories in the 
following countries : Vanga and Anga (E. and W. Bengal), Ka« 
linga, Vattura, Magadha, Madraka, Kerala, GaAga, Mushaka, 
Pandya, Dramija, Clioliya, Ajuka (the Aliivas or Alupas, in the 
N.-E of Banavasi) ancl^ Vijayanti. Again, the Ailiole inscription 
says that Kirtivarman was a “night of doom to the Najas, the 
Mauryas and the Kadambas." The Nalas probably occupied 
Nakivadi (mentioned in plates of Vikram&ditya 1) near Bellary 
and Karnul districts. The Mauryas were a people of 
Northern Konkan (see Bombay Gazetteer, Vol. I, Part. II., 
page 282). A stone discovered at Vada in the Thana district 
(see Bombay Gazetteer, Vol. XlV, page 373) mentions the 
Maurya Seketuvarman. We have already spoken of the defeat 
of the Kndaiubas a little before 570 A. D. It would appear that 
Kirtivarman defeated a confedaration of Kadamba princes 
probably Krishna vanmn II and his feudatories. In the 12th 
year of his reign, Kirtivarman had as Yuvamahar&ja his young 
brother Maiigale^a; and it is this prince that had one of the 
caves of B&danii dug in the j'ear 500 of tlie Saka era, which 
corresponds to 578 A. D. (Ind. Ant., Vol. Ill, page 305 ; Vol. 
VI, page 363; Vol. X, page 58). Kirtivarman married a princess 
of the S6ndraka. family who w.as the daughter of S6nananda 
ritja (Chipliin plates, Ep. Ind., Vol. Ill, page 51). Of this 
union was born a son named Pulakdsin II. This prince was 
probably very young when his father died and the crown pas- 
sed to Mang<il6^a, the brother (or half-brother, Ind. Ant., 
Vol. XIX., page 15) of Kirtivarman I. 

The inscription of Mah^u^a which is dated in the 5th 
year of the reign of Mahgal6^ i-e. 601-602 A. D. say (Ind. Ant., 
Vol. XIX, page 7) that this king vanquished Buddha, and the 
Nerur plates (Ind. Ant., Vol. VII., page 166) say that he “put 
to flight ^aihkaragaoa’s son Buddharaja and killed Swamiraja 
of the Chalikya family (see also Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 363). 
We have already spoken of the defeat of BuddharAja when 
studying the Ka)achuri dynasty. The Aihole inscription (Ep. 
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Ind., Vol. VI, No. 1, page 8) says that Mahgalesa “took in 
marriage the Fortune of the Katachchuris” and seized upon thc! 
isle of Revati ; it was perhaps in this island that Swamiraja 
reigned. The Aihole inscription adds : “when his elder 
brother’s son named Polakedin had formed the resolution to 
wander abroad as an exile, that Mahgal^^a abandoned together 
with the effort to secure the kingdom for his own son, both 
his kingdom and his life”. This event took place in 608 A. D. 
Pulake^in was formally crow ned in the follow’ing year. 

The Aihole inscription (Ep. Ind, Vol. VI, page 4) gives us 
the following description of the exploits of Pulakfisin II. 

Two chiefs, Appayika and Govinda having tried to conquer 
the country to the north of the river Bhima, one is repulsed 
and the other submits and becomes the ally of the ChAlukyas. 
PulakS^in then lays siege to Vanavasi and subdues the Gangas, 
the Alupas who reigned in this region, .is also the Mauryas of 
Kohkan. He then besieges Puri, an important town on the 
coast of the western ocean (Arabian sea) ; the Latas, the 
Ma^avas and the Gurjaras surrender as well as the inhabi- 
tants of the Vindhyas, the banks of the Reva and the three 
Mahir^shtras. In the North-east, Pulake^in subdues the king- 
doms of Kalinga and Kosala. He seizes the citadel of Pish^a- 
pura and tights near the watere of the Kunala ; then he turns to 
the south, routs the king of the Pallavas (Mahfiiidravarman I.) 
of Kanchi, crosses the Kaveri, causes “prosperity to the Cholas, 
Keralas, Pandyas” and returns to his capital Hadctmi. These 
exploits took place at the beginning of his reign, circ. 609 A. D. 
yThe conquest of the Telugu country comprising the districts 
of Godavari, Krishna and Guntur is a landmark in the history' 
of the Deccan, owing to the creation of an important kingdom, 
that of the Eastern Chalukyas.' 

It is noteworthy that dhe Aihole inscription which bears 
the date 634 A. D. makes no mention of king Harsha Vardhana. 
The documents posterior to it mention the vict'^ry gained by 
Pulakfi^in over Harsha. It is probable that it was about the 
year 636 A. D. that Harsha vanquished Ohruvasdna II, king of 
Valabhi ; Harsha wished to extend bis conquests much more, 
but was stopped by Pujakd^in. This event probably took place 
about 637 or 638 A. D. 



We close the ‘^Ancient History of the Deccan"' with the year 
/610 A. D, At this epoch, Pulakesin II. has become master of 
the whole of the Deccan ; the Pallavas have been repulsed in 
the south, and all the other old dynasties have been destroyed^ 
From 610 A. D. the documents have become more numerous, 
and chronology has become more precise ; we enter into a 
new epoch in the history of the Deccan, the middle ages. 


Pomlicherry^ December IQ 19, 
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